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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s announced that the Lord Chancellor has accepted an 
invitation to dine with the Law Students’ Society of Leeds on 
the 18th inst, when it is expected he will speak on the Land 
Transfer Bill. We shall, therefore, probably learn before 
Christmas what course is proposed to be taken with regard to 
that measure in the next session of Parliament. 





WE ARE GIVEN to understand that a practice regulation has 
been adopted in the Central Office under proper authority, 
uiring every writ of summons in a dabentote helter’s action 
to be intituled: “In the Matter of the———Oompany.” In 
all cases where the company is in process of being wound up, the 
action is to be specially assigned to the judge having jurisdiction 
in the winding up. 





WE nave the satisfaction of ing an addition to the list 
of Solicitor-Members of Parliament in the of Mr. 
Avaustus Freperick Warr, who was on Friday week elected, 
without opposition, member for the East Toxteth Division of 
Liverpool. Mr. Warr, who is, we believe, a brother of Pro- 
fessor Warr, and a brother-in-law of Mr. Justice Bannzs, was 
admitted in 1870, and is a member of the firm of Baresons, 
Warr, & Wrusuvrst, of Liverpool. 





Ir wHatT we beoz je semeah, Came Se sense tecbeBeve: Sat 
the stringency © provisions with regard to aggregati 
contained in the Finance Act, 1894, has, in certain aepesal 
cases, been considerably relaxed in practice; and we think it 
will be desirable for solicitors, in cases where aggregation toa 
considerable extent occurs, to pay a visit to Somerset 
House, and ascertain from the officials the mode in which it is 
or that, under the circumstances, the matter should be 

+ with, 





In ANoTHER column there will be found an order transferring 
an action in the Division from Mr. Justice Kexewron 
to Mr. Justice Romer, for the only of trial or hearing. 
De ee eee Oe ere ee ee eee 
no means usual. — to ordinary practice, an action 
is transferred from one ju of the Chancery 
Division either on a petition to the Lord Chancellor on consent 
of parties, or on a motion and heard by the Lord 
Chancellor at the House of eS oe 
order when Mr. Justice Romzn’s list is getting low. this 
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case, without assigning any reason, or expressing expediency, 
the Lord Chancellor orders "the transfer. Ina long experience 
the exercise of this jurisdiction, which the Lord Chancellor 
undoubtedly has as President of the Chancery Division, has 


rarely, if ever, been known to have been made use of. 





WE pzint elsewhere a set of draft Rules of the Supreme Court 
which have been published pursuant to the Rules Publication 
Act, 1893. They deal with dispositions by married women and 
with certain applications under the Finance Act, 1894. A clause 
to be added to ord. 54, r. 12, includes among the matters ex- 
cepted from the jurisdiction of the masters, applications to dis- 
pense with the concurrence of a husband in a disposition by a 
married woman ; and a newrule (rule 128), inserted in the same 
order, directs that such applications under the Fines and Re- 
- eoveries Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74) and under Malins’ Act (20 & 
21 Vict. c. 57) shall be heard by a judge of the Queen’s Bench 
Division sitting at chambers. The application is to be made, in 
the first instance, ex parte, but subject to any direction by the 
judge as to notice or otherwise. For the purpose of estate duty 

the Finance Act, 1894, it is sometimes necessary to appor- 
tion the duty between property on which it is, in the first 
instance, payable and sums of money charged on the property. 
Section 14 provides for such apportionment, and enacts that 
disputes as to the epportionment may be determined upon 
oe by any person interested in manner directed by 
of court. Where the amount in dispute is less than £50 
the ication is made to the county court. Where it is made 
to the High Court, one of the proposed new rules provides that 
it shall be made by originating summons in the Chancery Divi- 
sion. 





Tue RULE under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, on which, 
as published in draft, we commented (39 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 
767) has now been issued. As we pointed out, it appears to be 
intended to give effect to the opinion expressed by VaucHan 
Wiruiams, J., in Re Zhe Standard Gold Mining Co. (Limited) (39 
Soxtcrrors’ Jovrnat, 672). Rule 11 of the Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Rules, 1892, requires that all proceedings in the High 
Court in winding-up matters, including depositions, shall be 
filed in the office of the i in one continuous file; and 
rule 32 enacts that directors and officers of a company which is 
pn Epa up, and also contributories and creditors, shall be 

itled at all reasonable times to inspect the file of proceedings 
and to take copies or extracts. In the case referred to, a mis- 
feasance summons bad been taken out inst a director of the 
company under section 115 of the Act of 1862, and he and 
several other persons had been examined. The depositions 
were not placed on the ordinary file, but on a supplementary 
file kept for the p . Upon an application, however, by 
the director that he might inspect the file and the depositions, 
Vavonas Wiis, J., held that the depositions must be taken 
to be on the file, and that under the above rules the applicant 
was entitled to inspect them. At the same time he objected to 
the inspection as of right, and expressed an opinion that there 
ought to be a discretion in the matter. If he had had such a 
discretion he would, he said, have allowed the applicant to 
inspect his own deposition, but not those of other people. The 
new rule provides that, notwithstanding anything contained in 
the Companies ‘Winding-up) Rules, 1490-92, the notes of 
itions of a on examined at a public examination under 
section 115 of the Companies Act, 1862, or under any order of 
the court before the court, or before any officer of the court or 
person i to take such an examination (other than the 
Lye the depositions of 4 person examined at a public 
examination under section 6 of the Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1990), shall not be placed on the file of proceedings or . 


open w the a of any creditor, contributory, or other 
pore, ex Official receiver or liquidator, unless and until 
the wvurt so direct, and the court may give general or 


special directions as to custody and inspection of the depowitions, 
as the fursishing of worpice or extracts. 


Two cases, decided twelve months ago, settled the question of 





the liability of the receiver of a business, accordi 
as he is appointed by the court, or out of court by a mort 

or other incumbrancer. In Burt v. Bull (43 W. R. 180; 1895 
1 Q. B. 276) it was held that, as the court could not undertaky 
any personal liability, a receiver appointed by the court wy 
appointed on the terms that, primd facie, he should be person. 
ally liable on contracts entered into by him in connection with 
the business, and he must look for indemnity to the assets of 
the business; though he might avoid this primd facie liability 
by express stipulation with creditors. In Owen § Co. v. Cronk 
(1895, 1 Q. B. 265), om the other hand, it was held that, 
receiver appointed out of court was a mere agent, and there. 
fore not personally liable. In that case the receiver wa 
appointed by trustees for debenture-holders under the powen 
of the trust deed, and it was provided by the trust deed that 
the receiver was to be deemed to be the agent of the company, 
and, as such, was to be in the same position as a receiver 
appointed under the Conveyancing Act, 1881. For the purposes 
of the case it was only necessary to decide that the agent was 
not personally liable, and the question who were liable as his 
principals—whether the company or the trustees—did not arise, 
though Ricsy, L.J., expressed an opinion that the provision 
that the receiver should be deemed to be the agent of the mort. 
gagors did not apply only between the mortgagors and mort 
gagees. Hence it would seem to follow that, in bis view, the 
company were liable as principals. The question has now 


‘arisen in Gaskell vy. Gosling, decided on Monday by Lord 


Russet, C.J., though his decision touches only the case where 
the company is in liquidation, and where the liquidator takes 
no part in the carrying on of the business. Under these cir- 
cumstances the Lord Chief Justice held that the company 
cannot be brought in as principals, and that the liability for the 
acts of the receiver rests solely upon the trustees for the deben- 
ture-holders. After the winding up the authority of the con- 
pany, assuming it to have previously existed, is terminated, and 
the liquidator, so long as he stands aside, has nothing to do 
with the acts of the receiver. The trustees, therefore, lose any 
exemption from liability which they have under the trust deed 
or the Conveyancing Act so long as the company is a going con- 
cern, and appear in their true character as principals. If the 
decision stands, it will be important for trustees for debenture- 
holders to realize the liability they may thus incur. 





In tHE casE of Bates v. Kesterton (reported elsewhere) & 
somewhat remarkable contention was raised. It was con 
tended that a married woman, entitled under a will to the 
equitable fee of a share of realty for her separate use with s 
restraint on anticipation, and having issue heritable living, was, 
or had the powers of, a tenant for life of the share under the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, and could convey the share accordingly. 
The argument was, that, in these circumstances, by section 8 of 
the Act of 1884, the share stood “for the time being limited to 
or in trust” for “persons by way of succession’’—viz., the 
married woman, and her husband as initiate tenant by the 
curtesy, under a settlement within the meaning of section 2 (1) 
of the Act of 1882. Section 8 of the Act of 1884 enacts that, 
for the purposes of the Act of 1882, the estate of a tenant by 
the curtesy is to be deemed an estate arising under a settlement 
made by his wife. Mr. Justice Onirry pointed out that there 
was only one estate created by the will, the equitable estate in 
fee that was limited to the married woman for her separate use: 
Taylor v. Meads (4 De G. J. & 8, 597, 607), Cooper v. Macdonald (% 
W. K. 877, 7 Ch, D, 288, 293), and held that she had the power, 
as against her husband and heirs, of disposition thereof by will 
(see Ite Currey, 35 W. R. 326), though not by deed, because of 
the restraint on anticipation. But the share did not, because of 
the restraint, stand limited to persons by way of succession withia 
the meaning of the Settled Land Act. It was not “ under or by 
virtue of”’ the will that the husband, if he survived his wife # 
she made no will, would take by the curtesy, but by virtue of the 
general law as incident to his wife’s estate in feo, just as in the 
converse case the wife would take dower. ‘Tho will, therefore, 
did not satisfy the definition of a “ settleoment”’ in section 2 (1). 
The special enactment of section 61, again, regarding married 
women did not help the case, because, as his lordship shewed, 
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that section did not apply at all to a married woman entitled in 
fee for her separate use. Section 58 no doubt enumerated 
among the persons having the powers of a tenant for life under 
the Act a tenant by the curtesy (sub-section (1) viii.), but only 
when tenant in possession. That section of the Act of 1882 
shewed, in the learned judge’s opinion, that section 8 of the Act 
of 1884 referred only to the estate of a tenant by the curtesy in 

ion. Therefore, the fiction of a settlement, imported by 
that enactment, does not come into play unless and until there is 
an estate by the curtesy in possession, and the case made for 
the married woman before Curry, J., accordingly failed. 





In THE CASE Of Vawdrey v. Simpson (reported elsewhere) there 
was an application by the defendant in an action for dissolution 
of his partnership with the plaintiff, for a stay of proceedings 
under section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. The articles of 

artnership contained an arbitration clause providing, in effect, 
or the reference of all matters in difference between the parties. 
The case of Joplin v. Postlethwaite (61 L. T. 629), decided in 
1889, was pressed on the court as a decision that an arbitrator 
had no power, in such a case, to determine whether the partner- 
ship should be dissolved (see per Kay, J., at p. 631), or at least 
that the court was the proper tribunal to determine the question. 
Mr. Justice Kay’s refusal to stay the action there was affirmed 
by the Court of Appeal; but, as, Corron, L.J., pointed out, the 
ease was one in which the only thing to be done was to dissolve 
the partnership. The reasoning of Kay, J., does not seem to 
harmonize with the decision of Jzssex, M.R., in Russell v. Russell 
(14 Ch. D. 471, 28 W. R. Dig. 154), which does not appear to 
have been cited either in the court below or on appeal. 
Walmsley v. White (40 W. R. 675), three years later, Linpizy, 
LJ., said during the argument: “I do not read the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Joplin v. Postlethwaite as being incon- 
sistent with Russell v. Russell, for in Joplin v. Postlethwaite Kay, 
J., in the exercise of his discretion, declined to stay the 
ings, and the Oourt of Appeal in that case held 
that he was right, and that he was not bound to stay 
the proceedings; and again in his judgment the learned 
Lord Justice said: ‘‘ Russell vy. Russell shews that clause 
23 (i.e the arbitration clause in the partnership articles) 
covers a claim for dissolution of the partnership, and shews 
that the arbitrators can, if they think fit, award a dissolution.” 
Mr. Justice Currry in Vawdrey v. Simpson treated Walmsley 
v. White as settling that an arbitrator’s powers extended to 
awarding dissolution, and, the submission in the case before 
him being admittedly large enough in that event to include dis- 
solution, held that the burden was thrown by the language of 
the 4th section on the party who resisted arbitration. The 
judge may make the order to stay upon being satisfied that no 
sufficient reason exists why matters coming within the agree- 
ment to refer ought not to be referred according to the agree- 
ment, and it is obviously for the plaintiff to make out a case 
why he should be permitted, the agreement notwithstanding, to 
bring the defendant into court. Compare the statement of the 
law in Lindley on Partnership, 5th ed., pp. 453, 454, 6th ed., 
pp. 454-56, 





TuereE 1s a clear line of distinction between Lee v. Butler (42 
W. R. 88; 1893, 2 Q. B. 318), in which the Court of Appeal 
held that a hire and purchase agreement was an agreement to 
buy goods within the meaning of section 9 of the Factors Act, 
1889, and elby v. Matthews (43 W. R. 561), in which the 
House of Lords held that an agreement of a similar nature had 
not such an effect. In Zee v. Butler certain sums were to be 
paid for goods by way of rent, and, after these sums had been 
paid, the goods were to become the property of the hirer. There 
was no power for the hirer to put an end to the hiring and 
return the goods before the completion of the payments, and 
hence the inevitable result, unless a breach of the contract took 
place, would be that the goods would be purchased by the so- 
called hirer, Consequently there was an ent by the 
hirer to buy, and he could make a title under the Factors 
Act toa person taking from him in good faith. In elby v. 
Matthews, on the other hand, the agreement expressly provided 





that the hirer might put an end to the hiring at any time 
by returning the poh ng and. he was thereupon only to be 
liable for the arrears of hire (if any) up to the date of 
return. The House of Lords held that, under these cir- 
cumstances, there was no legal obligation on the hirer to 
buy the goods, and hence no “ ent to buy” within 
the meaning of section 9. The Divisional Court (Granraam 
and Wricut, JJ.) have recently considered this distinction in 
Hull Rope Co. v. Adams (ante, p. 69), where a fishing-smack, 
with its appurtenances, had been m by the owner to 
the plaintiff company. Subsequently the owner procured 
trawling gear for the smack under a hire and purchase agree- 
ment with the defendant in substitation for gear on the vessel 
at the time of the mortgage. The ent bound the hirer 
to pay £4 a month until the full price of £15 15s. was paid, 
when the gear was to become his property, and there was no 

clause empowering him to put an end to the hiring and return - 
the gear. Thus the case fell within Ze v. Butler, and the court 
held that the mortgagees had, by the addition of the gear to 
- equipment of the ship, gained a good title to it under the 

actors Act. 





Ir appears that the danger, which threatened the proprietors 
of London omnibuses, of being obliged to relinquish a profitable 
source of revenue, has passed, for a time at least. The interiors 
of omnibuses are to be allowed to retain the pictorial advertise- 
ments which adorn or disfigure their windows. The question of 
the legality of these advertisements has been raised before Mr. 
VavuGHan, at Bow-street, in certain proceedings taken against an 
omnibus company to recover penalties for the infringement of the 


In | regulations made by the Home Secretary under the Metropolitan 


Public Carriage Act, 1869, and the momentous decision, 
already alluded to, has: not been arrived at without careful 
consideration. The regulation under which it was sought to 
charge the company, was to the effect that no written or printed 
bill should be affixed to the windows of any public stage 
carriage in the Metropolis. If that regulation were enforceable, 
it would seem to follow that the improving aphorisms by which 
the merits of a particular soap are impressed upon the mind, 
the representations of learned counsel and doctors vying with 
each other in praise of a cooling draught, and all the thousand 
other devices by which the advantages of different wares and 
warehouses are brought before the eyes of the inside passenger, 
must perish incontinently. But such wi ruin has been 
averted. U/vira vires to the rescue! The learned magistrate has 
held that the Secretary of State exceeded his powers in making 
the regulation in question. Turning to the statute, we find that 
he may make regulations as to the number of persons to be 
carried in any hackney or stage carriage, and for fixing stands for 
hackney carriages. and their fares and distances, and recovering 


property accidently left behind them by and for 
regulating “‘how such hackney carriages are to furnished 
or fitted.” It seems quite clear that the powers of the Secretary 


of State differ as to hackney carriages (ew/ge “cabs” ) and stage 
carriages (vu/go omnibuses), and that, even if we assume that a 
regulation as to the mode of furnishing or fitting might include 
a prohibition of window advertisements, still no such regulation 
or prohibition can apply to omnibuses. 


At a meeting of the Court of Aldermen of the City of London, on 
Wedn , & report was brought up from the Court of Quarter Sessions 
recommending that a salary of £210 be attached to the office of Clerk of 
the Peace for the City, which is now vacant by the death of Mr. EB. J. 
Read. It was resolved to lay it before the Common Council, with whem 
the appointment rests. 

A dinner of a specially interesting character was given 
at the Savoy Hotel to Lord James of Hereford. 
those mem of the Bar who had either 
during his terms of office as Attorney-General in IST3-T4 and 1990-3), 
or had personally acted in the capacity of his “devil.” The chair was 
taken by Sir William Harcourt, Q.C., M.P., whe was Soliciter-General 
1873-74, and Lord James's other hosts were Lord Herschell, who was 
Solicitor-General 1880-83, Mr, Asquith, Q.C., M.P., Lands Justices A. L. 
Smith and Rigby, Justices Stitting and W Sir R. T. Reid, QO.C., 
M.P., Mr. A. V. Dicey, Q.C., Sir H. BL F Q.C,, Sie W. W. Rare 
lake, Q.C., Mr. W. B. Davidson, Q.C., and many others. 
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AN INCONVENIENT DECISION. 


WE reported two or three weeks ago a decision of the Court of 
Appeal which seemed likely to have far-reaching consequences 
in altering a practice which was fast becoming established. 
We hesitated, however, to comment on the case until we had 
before us a full report of the judgments. But as a valued 
correspondent has sent us a letter, pointing out with great force 
the inconvenience which will follow from the decision, we think 
we ought to bring the matter at once to the attention of our 
readers, leaving for more detailed consideration, when full 
reports of the case have appeared, the question of the correct- 
ness, and, perhaps, also the exact scope, of the decision. 

We believe that life assurance companies have long been in 
the habit of paying over the whole of the policy moneys to a 
mortgagee whose mortgage contains an express assignment of 
such policy moneys, and who has, either under the mortgage or 
by virtue of the Conveyancing Act, a proper power to give 
receipts for them. The same rule has, we have reason to 
believe, been occasionally adopted by trustees in the case of a 
mortgage of a share in a trust fund. Even where the trustees 
have notice of a second mortgage, the whole share has been 
paid over to the first mortgagee, leaving it to him to administer 
the fund. This, we suppose, he has probably done by 
retaining out of it the sum due to him for principal and 
interest, and then handing over the balance to the second 
mortgagee (assuming his mortgage to contain a like assignment 
and like powers) to be administered by him. The practice has 
prohably been fostered by decisions (such as Burlinson v. 
Hell, 32 W. R. 492, 12 Q. B. D. 347, and Tancred v. Delagoa 
Bay, &e., Co., 38 W. R. 15, 23 Q. B. D. 239), that, for the pur- 
poses of section 25 (6) of the Judicature Act, 1873, an assign- 
ment of debts by wav of mortgage is “an absolute assignment.” 
But it has, we confess, always appeared tc us that this pro- 
cedure, although very convenient, and, possibly in accordance 
with sound principle, was of somewhat doubtful expediency, in 
the abeence of anv direct authority in its favour. 

In Re Bell, Jeffery v. Sayles (ante, p. 50), WELLS, @ person 
entitled under a will to a reversionary share of a trust legacy 
‘such share amounting to £1,000) mortgaged it to G. for £380, 
the mortgage containing an assignment of the share, with full 
power for G. to demand, sue for, recover, and receive, and give 
valid receipts for all or any part of the premises thereby assigned 
in the names of the mortgagor, his heirs, executors, or adminis- 
trators, or otherwise. The mortgagee subsequently charged the 
share with payment of £70 to W., and afterwards assigned the 
share, subject to these m . to the trustee of a deed of 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors. On the share 
falling into ion, the first mortgagee applied to the 
trustees of the legacy to hand over to him the whole share of 
Wauz4zs. The trustees declined to do this, but offered to pay to 
the mortgagee the amount due to him for principal, interest 
and costs. The first mortgagee then took out an originating 
summons, asking that the trustee might be ordered to pay the 
whole share to him, and Kexewicu, J., made an order in the 
terms of the summons, and ordered the trustees to pay all the 
costa. There could hardly be a stronger proof of the extent to 
which the belief in the correctness of the practice to which we 
bave referred had extended, than this rather strong order of the 
learned juize. 

When the matter came before the Court of Appeal, however, 
the tables were turned. The order of Kexzewicu, J., was 
umazimously reversed: the ground on which the learned judges 
based their decision being, that if the fund had been in court, it 
would uct have been paid out to the first mortgagee, and that, 
consequently, the trustecs were not bound to pay it over to him. 
Bo faz, it may be esid, there was nothing very 
starting i the decision. Trustees might not be compellable to 
psy over the whole fund to the first mortgagee, but they might 
wevertheless be justified in doing so, if they thought proper. 
We doakt the w andness of this euggestion. Lither it is or it is 
uot the duty of the trustees to hand over the whole share to the 
mortgages in the crcumetances we have mentioned; and the 
let of the decision of the Court of Appeal that he cannot be 
comupeliel to band it over, seems to us necessarily to shew that 
it is act bis Gnty to do wo, and that he was not entitled to do 








so. As our correspondent points out, if the mortgagee haj 
no right to receive, the trustee had no right to pay. But 
according to our report of the case, the matter is place 
beyond doubt by the observation of Lord Justice Riasy, ij 
the course of his judgment, that it was the “duty” of th 
trustee “to distribute the fund to those who are entitled to} 
in their proper proportions.” 

There is thus the authority of the Court of Appeal, including 
a learned Lord Justice who has probably had more experieng 
in advising in trust matters than anyone now living, for th 
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proposition that a trustee who has notice of several mortgage jm claimed. ‘ 
is bound to ascertain the amount due to each mortgagee, and Mm costs only 
pay him that amount only. For the inconveniences likely t) ™ costs in th 
result from this decision, we need only refer to our esteemel mm 9; 1892, 2 
correspondent’s letter ; with regard to the legal aspects of them gettimg ar 
decision, we must postpone our observations until we have was perfo 
fuller reports of the judgments before us. All we desire to do jm Court ; in 
now is to warn our readers against advising the adoption of the jm have quot 


intention i 
a ju 
ee there 
Court, bec 
jurisdictio 
(Harris v 
county co 
such juris 
Q. B. 580) 


course which has been condemned by the Court of Appeal. 
















A DEFECT IN THE WORKING OF ORDER 14. 


THE great success which characterizes procedure under order lf 
at the present time is due, in a great degree, to the improvement 
of the rules of that order effected in 1898, when the Rule Com. 
mittee repealed the old order 14 and re-enacted it with several 








important additions. Among the additions referred to was one hal 
conferring on the master power, on giving leave to defend, tj @usat , 
give directions as to the future course of the action, and t rose Sey 
direct its insertion in what is now commonly called “them. domed 
lightning list ’—7.¢., a special list for summary trial forthwith #8 0" ™ 
The experiment of thus supplementing applications for sum- st 7 
mary judgment under order 14 with arrangements for summary scons gm 
trial, where summary judgment could not be given, has > sf 
answered extremely well. The system works admirably as far oe 
as it goes. In one respect, however, it is defective, and it is to - on 
this defect we desire to call attention. iy . 
Section 116 of the County Courts Act, 1888, provides thats * se 
plaintiff suing in the High Court, who, within twenty-one days his c= 
after service of the writ, obtains an order under order 14 em- “Th Jai 
powering him to enter judgment for a sum of £20 or upwards, th a = 
is to be entitled to Supreme Court costs. Referring to this) rig is 
section in a case of Barker v. Hempstead (37 W. R. 685, L. R. % lige Co ‘ 
Q. B. D. 8), Mr. Justice Frexp said: “In my opinion, the he Hin 


policy of the Act is to encourage proceedings in the High Court 
when the benefit of order 14 can be obtained.” That dictum of 
Lord Fretp’s has always been accepted as a correct indication of 
the intention of section 116. A plaintiff, therefore, who cas 

ially indorse his writ for a sum of £20 or upwards has s 
right to bring his action in the High Court, where he can gé 
judgment more speedily and at less cost than if he went to trial 
in the county court. 

Under section 65 of the County Courts Act the master has 
power to remit an action of contract within prescribed limits # 
the county court. This power may be exercised at any time by 
a master in chambers. Consequently, an action, or the residue 
of an action, may be remitted to the county court in giving leave 


to defend under order 14. It will be seen, therefore, that, inj muon tt 
giving leave to defend, the master has power either to remit the pane @ 
action, if it is within the prescribed limits, or to send it for a oh 
summary trial forthwith under ord. 14, r. 8. with the ‘ 
We will give an illustration in order to shew how the exist Hy. = 
ence of this dual power is utilized by unscrupulous defendants the 5 


to the injury of plaintiffs. If we are correctly informed, om 
illustration ts a class of cases which are constantly 
occurring, are on the increase. A plaintiff claims, let w 
say, £30 simple contract debt. He knows well that he will be 
met with every kind of objection. He, therefore, brings hw 
action in the High Court by specially-indorsed writ. Th 
defendant appears, and meets the application under order 4 
with a defence alleging fraud. He makes an affidavit contaim 
ing allegations of fraud which he knows perfectly well cannot be 
supported, but he knows also that it is not in the power 

master to give sum judgment under order 14, in face of 
allegation of fraud sworn to by affidavit. The defendant furthe 
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us Ba asks that the action may be remitted to the county court. The 
placel fi master is in a difficulty. He probably sees clearly enough 
BY, inf through the artifice, but he is powerless. He cannot enter the 





case in the special list for trial forthwith, because fraud is a 
question which a jury must decide. He therefore gives leave 
to defend and remits the action to the county court. The plain- 


of th 
led to it 


cluding tiff thereupon p: with his action in the county court. 
serieng A When it comes on for trial, the defendant does not appear, and 
‘for thf in his absence judgment is given for the plaintiff for the £30 
rtgage jm claimed. On taxation of costs, the plaintiff is allowed county court 
ee, ani jm costs only on the whole action, and therefore loses entirely all his 
ikely t fmm costs in the High Court under order 14 (Harris v. Judge, 41 W. BR. 
steemel Me 9; 1892, 2 Q. B. 565). He is barred every way by the cases from 
of the getting any of the costs on the High Court scale, although he 
e have fm was perfectly within his right in bringing his action in the High 
re to dome Court; indeed, according to Lord Frexp’s dictum, which we 
of the Mm have quoted above, he was encouraged to do so by the declared 
il. intention of section 116 of the County Courts Act. He cannot 
get a judge of the High Court to certify, under section 116, 
that there was good reason for bringing the action in the High 
Court, because after remission no judge of the High Court has 
14. jurisdiction either to give such a certificate or to order costs 
rder fy (Harris v. Judge, suprd). He cannot get the judge of the 
svernent im County court to certify, because a county court judge has no 
o Cull = — either (White v. Cohen, 41 W. KR. 12; 1893, 1 
: . 580), 
a We have here, then, a state of things which is extremely un- 
end. tm Satisfactory and unjust. A defendant has only to be sufficiently 
‘en ing in his unscrupulousness in order to defeat in his case 
d. “the fe ‘be whole purpose of order 14, by delaying the plaintiff, mulct- 
<hwith, fy 2 him in costs, and leaving him without any redress. He can, 
or sum. (2 fact, run amuck among the Acts and Rules with the com- 
mmary forting certainty that he will get off scot free. True he has to 
n. hap fm 18¢e the trifling risk of being prosecuted for perjury, but under 
: as i the circumstances the risk is infinitesimal, because, as he never 
it is toMy wtends to go before a judge in any event, he has no fear of 
being handed over by judicial authority to the Public Prosecutor. 
that af He knows well, too, that there is no danger of the plaintiff 
ne days wasting more time and money in prosecuting him for the public 





weal. 

The plaintiff in such a case is first trapped by the court and 
then plucked. He is invited and encouraged by the statute to 
bring his action in the High Court by the offer of costs on the 
High Court scale. When he is met by an allegation of fraud, 
the High Court, instead of forcing his opponent to justify his 
charge, sends the whole action away to another court, and 
deprives the plaintiff of his High Court costs, as if he were the 
delinquent instead of the defendant. The decided cases we have 
cited contain for him the crowning injustice of all, for they 
establish the rule of law for his case that, although he has been 
cheated by an unscrupulous defendant, neither the High Court, 
nor the county court, nor any other court, has any jurisdiction to 
give him redress. 
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- | It is impossible to suppose that the governing authority of the 
time by High Court will allow its machinery to be thus made the instru- 
residue #4 Det of injustice. One remedy suggests itself at once—viz., a 





rule or enactment providing that in every case where a defended 
action in the High Court is remitted to the county court at the 
imstance of the defendant, and he fails to appear and defend the 
action in the county court, the plaintiff should be entitled to 
costs on the High Court scale. Or a provision that, in dealing 
with the costs of a remitted action, the judge of a county court 
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are thould have jurisdiction to award High Court costs if he con- 
od. al ey 0 plaintiff was justified in bringing the action in the 
: urt. 
wee t might even be possible for the court to deal with the 
‘will be Me DStter without any new rule or enactment. If the Queen’s 
ngs his ach judges were to intimate that no action, or part of an 
The @a**tton should be remitted under order 14, but that every action 






rder 14 Me” Tequiring prolonged trial, no matter what the nature of the 


raised, should be inserted in the list for summary trial, 








ontail- 
be e® St eat deal of ingenious and unscrupulous resistance in judges’ 
am an chambers to orders for judgment under order 14 would vanish 
6 of am ether. It would not be worth while to raise fictitious 
furthe A” when the only effect of doing so would be to treble the 
bunt of costes and only gain a few ’ time, 





In any case, it is obvious that some means ought to be 
devised to remove this defect in the working of order 14, which 
Sew eepanaree nate Sieh eee Se ee at the mercy of 
ishonest defendants. 
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The Laws of Gambling, Civil and Criminal. With Forms. By 
Warp CoLprincE, M.A., and Cyrm V. Hawksrorp, B.A. 
Barristers-at-Law. Reeves & Turner. 


Statutes of Practical Utility passed in 1895 (58 & 59 Vict., and 59 
Vict.). Arranged in Alphabetical and Chronological Order in Con- 
tinuation of the Fifth Edition of ‘‘ Chitty’s Statutes,” with a Selection 
of Statutory Rules made during the Same Period. With Notes. By 
J. M. Lety, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Lumley’s Union Assessment Acts, to which are added The 
Parochial Assessment Act, 1836, The Poor Relief Act, 1743, The Poor 
Rate Act, 1801. With an Introduction containing a Digest of the 
Practice. ELEVENTH EDITION. By WALTER C. RyvE, Barrister-at- 
Law. Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. 
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1896. Containing the Full Text of the Local Government Act, 
1894 ; a Concise and Popular Digest of its Provisions and most of 
the Enactments Incorporated with or referred to in the Local 
Government Act; the Circulars of the Local Government Board; a 
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Two Days to a Page, with Memoranda for the Guidance of Guardians, 
Councillors, Overseers, and others. Hazell, Watsun, & Vmey 
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Smith’s County Court Diary, 1896. Containing Abstract of Acts 
Compiled to the end of the Second Session of Parliament, 1594, 
Authorizing Proceedings in County Courts; the Tables of Fees to be 
taken in County Courts; the Remuneration of Officers; and a 
Summary of the Statutes passed in the 58 & 59 Victoria. Specially 
adapted for the use of the Officers and Practitioners of the Courts. 
Forty-ninth year of publication. John Smith & Co.; Hazell, 
Watson, & Viney (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
Re BELL, JEFFREY v. SAYLES (Antz, p. 50). 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—If my view of this case, reported in your issue of the 16th 
ult., is correct, the consequences seem to be both unfortunate and far- 
reaching. The facts appear to be as follows : 

A. assigned to B., by way of mortgage, tu secure £400 and in- 
terest, a reversion of one-fourth of a fund, with full power to receive 
and give discharges for it. On the reversion falling in, the trustees 
of the instrument under which it arose, declined to pay to the mort- 
gagee the fund, amounting to about £1,000, and insisted on ascer- 
taining and paying only his principal, interest, and costs. On his 
taking proceedings to recover the fund, the Court of Appeal held he 
had no right to do so. 

The question naturally arises, Why not? For value A. had 
assigned the whole fund to him, and conferred upon him an irrevo- 
cable authority to receive it and give discharges. Why is this con- 
tract not to be performed, leaving him to account for any us ? 

The consequences seem unfortunate to mortgagees and to the 
holders of mortgaged funds ; for I assume, as the latter, 
if the mortgagee has no right to receive, such holders have no ri 
to pay; and, consequently, that they may be liable if they 
over anything beyond the money. It follows 
must take the mortgagee’s account, and pay = exactly what is 
owing ; how can they properly do this? Why id such a respon- 
sibility be imposed on them in the face of the contract between 
mo and the mortgagee ? 

ra they will refuse to take the responsibility and will require 
the concurrence of the parties oheeey interested, or I suppose 
pay the fund into court, with the risk of being disallowed their 


costs, 

The disadvantage to the me is obvious. If he cannot re- 
ceive the fund, accounting peg seal to the er those 
standing in his place, he will not be able to collect what is due to him 
without their conourrence. This will often lead to serious delay and 
cost, and probably to claims for such concurrence. The mortgagor 
may have gone abroad, or died insolvent leaving no representahve— 








or many other difficulties may ococur, 
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Indeed, it is not easy to estimate the trouble and expense to both 
sides which may often arise; whilst if the fund be paid into court 
the delay and expense will be equally great ; as I presume the court 
will not take the mortgagee’s account in the absence of those sub- 

uently interested. 

“The uestion appears to me one of principle and convenience, and 
with all respect to the Court of Appeal, the decision seems contrary 
to principle in overriding a plain contract, and very inconvénient. 
‘ake the simple case of a mortgage of a policy of insurance. To 
the mortgagee what trouble and loss may be caused, and to the office 
what inconvenience and expense ! J. A. 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) RULE. 


GENERAL RULE made pursuant to the ComMPANrIEs AcTs, 1862 to 
1890, and the SUPREME CoURT OF JUDICATURE ACTS. 
Depositions of Persons examined before the Court. 

(1.) Filing and custody of depositions taken at private examinations. | 
Notwithstanding anything contained in the Companies Winding-up 
Rules, 1890-1892, the notes of the depositions of a person examined 
under section 115 of the Companies Act, 1862, or under any order of 
the Court before the Court, or before any officer of the Court, or 
person appointed to take such an examination (other than the notes 
of the depositions of a person examined at a public examination 
under section 8 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890), shall not 
be placed on the file of proceedings, or be open to the inspection of 
any creditor, contributory, or other person, except the Official Re- 





ceiver or Liquidator, unless and until the Court shall so direct, and | 


the Court may from time to time give such general or special direc- 
tions as it shall think expedient as to the custody and inspection of 
such notes and the furnishing of copies of or extracts therefrom. 

(2.) This Rule may be cited as the Companies (Winding-up) Rule, 
November, 1895, and shall be read and construed as forming one of 
the Companies Winding-up Rules, 1890-1892. 

The 26th of November, 1895. 





PROPOSED RULES UNDER THE SUPREME COURT OF JUDI- 
CATURE ACTS, 1873-1893, AND THE FINANCE ACT, 13894. 


The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893 :— 
ORDER LIV.—Rule 12 (m). 
Add at the end of (m)—“ or applications to dispense with the 
concurrence of a husband in a disposition by a married woman.” 
ORDER LIV.—Rule 12B. 
MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY. 
Applications for Orders under 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, s. 91, or 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 57, s. 2, to dispense with the concurrence of a husband in a 


Mr. Justice Norru (1894—T.—124). 
Abner Torkington v. Cater and Company Limited and others. 
Mr. Justice Currry (1895—H.—3,083). 
Sidney Morton Hudson v. Lehmann and Company Limited. 
Hatszury, 0, 








Monday, the 2nd day of December, 1895, 


I, The Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lon 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that the cause set forth 
in the schedule hereto be trensferred from Mr. Justice Kekewich to My 
Justice Romer, for the purpose only of hearing or of trial, and be markej 
in the cause books accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up by th 
registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chancery Division of th 
High Court of Justice. 

SCHEDULE. 


Mr. Justice Kexewicu (1894—H.—4,313). 
Hunt v. Gingel, Son, & Cruickshank. Hatssury, 0, 
































CASES. OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
SMITH v. SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY C0.—No. 1. 


Company — LEVEL 
NEGLIGENCE. 


This was an application by the defendants to reverse the judgment @ 
the Queen’s Bench Division and for a new trial. The action was brought 
to recover damages for the death of the plaintiff’s husband, T. C. Smith, 
which was alleged to have been caused by the defendants’ negligen 
under the following circumstances. Close to a level crossing on th 
defendants’ railway, there was a lodge or cottage, occupied by a mam 


NEGLIGENCE — RarILway Crossinc — ConTRIBUTORY 


| named Judges, who was placed there for the purpose of cpening ani 





isposition of property by a married woman shall be heard by a| 


J of the Queen’s Bench Division sitting at Chambers, and shall 


be made in the first instance ex parte, but subject to any direction by | 


the Judge as to notice or otherwise. 


ORDER LY.—Rule 9C. 
DISPUTES UNDER 57 & 58 VicT. c. 30, 8. 14 (2). 

(1.) An application under section 14 (2) of the Finance Act, 1894, 
for the determination of a dispute as to the proportion of estate duty 
to be borne by any property or person, shall be made by originating 
summons in the Chancery Division. 

(2.) Such summons shall be intituled in the matter of the estate of 
the person upon whose decease the estate duty has been paid or 
claimed, and in the matter of the Finance Act, 1894, and shall in 
other respects be in the form prescribed by Order 54, r. 4 B, and by 
Appendix K, No. 14, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 


TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Oxpers oy Cover. 
Tuesday, the 12th day of November, 1895. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halebury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the actions mentioned in the schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Kexgwicu (1893—R.—2,002). 
Aubrey Robinson and another v. Cater and Company Limited. 
Mr. Justice Currry (1893—E—1,622). 
Cari Oswald Eysoldt v. Cater and Company Limited and others. 
Mr. Justice Kexzwicu (1894—E.—12). 
Carl Oswald Eysoldt v. Cater and Company Limited and others. 





shutting the gates for vehicles to pass. It was also his duty when he 
heard the gong sound, which announced the approach of a train, to go 
out on to the line and signal to the driver, by a white flag by day ands 
white light by night, that the line was clear. It was alleged on behalf of 
the plaintiff that he also had danger signals with which he could stop the 
train. The lodge was on the down side of the line, and Smith lived m 
the other side. On the night of the 16th of December, 1894, Smith cams 
to Judges’ lodge to inquire if his wife was there. On being told that sh 
was not he immediately went out again. Within a very short time after 
wards the whistle of the up train was heard. Judges did not go out ts 
signal the train. The engine driver whistled two hundred yards befor 
he came to the crossing, but did not slow down. He was travelling at the 
rate of thirty-five to forty miles an hour. A man named Skinner, the so 
of the former attendant at the crossing, was in the lodge at the time d 
Smith’s visit. When this man heard the whistle he looked out of th 
window, and when the traiu had passed he went out with a lantern ani 
found the mangled remains of Smith two or three rods beyond the cros 
ing on the up side. The negligence alleged was the omission of Judge 
to come out of bis lodge to signal the train. The jury on these facts fount 
a verdict for the plaintiff with £600 damages. On behalf of the defend- 
ants it was now contended: (1) that there was no evidence to go to th 
jury of negligence on the part of the defendants, for the defendants wer 
under no statutable duty to keep a man at the crossing for the protectia 
of foot passengers. In support of this contention the following cases wert 
cited: Stubley v. London and North-Western Railway (L. R. 1 Exch. 13), 
Clif'v. Midland Railway (L. R. 5 Q. B. 258), Skelton v. London and North 
Western Railway (L. R. 2 C. P. 631), Davey v. London and North- Westen 
Railway (12 Q. B. D. 70), and Ellis v. Great Western Railway (L. R. 9 C.P. 
551); (2) that there was no evidence to connect any negligence of th 
defendants with the death of Smith, it being argued that the plaintiff wa 
bound to give some negative proof of contributory negligence, and thé 
where the facts proved or admitted by the plaintiff were equally com 
sistent with the accident being due to either the defendants’ or the plaim- 
tiff’s negligence, the judge ought to non-suit the plaintiff: Wakelin \ 
London and South-Western Railway (12 App. Cas. 41), Cotton v. Wood (B 
L. J. C. P. 353), Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Co. v. Slattay 
(3 App. Cas. 1,155; and (3) that there ought to be a new trial on th 
ground that the judge misdirected the jury in saying that ‘‘ any neg 
gence on the part of Judges was negligence for which the defendants wet 
responsible,’’ that ‘‘ if the defendants ran trains at a high rate of speed 
dark nights over a level crossing they ought to place a man near it in ord@ 
to take care of foot passengers,’ and that ‘“‘ the defendants were und@ 
the same liability to protect the gates as far as foot passengers were COB 
cerned as they were as far as vehicles were conagrned.’’ 

Tue Court (Lord Esuex, M.R., Lorgs, and Kay, L.JJ.) dismissed th 
appeal. 
Lord Esuzx, M.R., said that, assuming the propositions of law contendél 
for by the defendants were correct, but without acceding to them, in tf 
opinion there was not sufficient ground in law for the judge to direct 
verdict forthe defendants. ‘The question reduced itself to the questi, 
whether the judge could properly direct the jury, as a matter of la 
that the contributory negligence of the plaintiff’s husband was proved, @ 
ought to be taken as proved. ‘That must be ascertained from the fact 
There was evidence from which the jury aight infer that Smith had a right 
to cross the line when the gates were closed, and that when he went 
of Judges’ lodge he did so with the intention of crossing the line by 
proper causeway. There was also evidence that it was Judges’ duty # 
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go out and signal the train, and that Smith knew of that duty. The jury 
had, therefore, the right to infer that Smith, noticing that Ju was 
not on the line on this occasion, did not, on that account, take pre- 
caution of looking up and down the line before he crossed it, and they had 
aright to say that he was not, under the circumstances, guilty of any 
negligence. That was in accordance with the view stated by Lord Cairns 
in Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Co. v. Slattery. 

Lorzs, L.J., thought that there was evidence of negligence on the part 
of the defendants. It was immaterial whether the duty of Judges to go 
out and signal the approaching train was a duty owed tothe defendants 
alone or tothe public. The defendants were bound to take reasonable 
precautions for the safety of the public, and they themselves had deter- 
mined what was the precaution necessary in this case, namely, to have a 
man at the crossing to signal the trains. The neglect, therefore, of Judges 
to go on to the line for the purpose of signalling the train on this occa- 
sion was negligence for which the defendants were responsible. On the 
question of contributory negligence his lordship took the same view as the 
Master of the Rolls. 

Kay, L.J., said that it could not be contended that Judges’ duty to 
signal the train had reference solely to carriage traffic, for when the gates 
were open for carriage traffic the gates themselves shewed a red light. 
Nor could it be contended that if Judges were to see a number of foot 

ngers—for example, a school of children—crossing the line it would 
not be his duty, on the approach of a train, to warn them of their danger 
or to stop the train. Judges, though he knew by the gong that a train 
was approaching, did not tell Smith, and Skinner was so impressed with 
the danger that he went out immediately after the train had passed to see 
what had happened. Tho driver, too, was negligent, for to him, accord- 
ing to the evidence as stated by the defendants, the absence of a signal 
was practically a danger signal, yet he went on at the rate of forty miles 
an hour. There was no ground for saying that contributory negligence 
on the part of Smith had been made out, for he might have been misled 
by the conduct of Judges. His lordship desired to himself from 
being taken to concede the proposition that it was incumbent on the plain- 
tiff in these cases to give primd facie evidence negativing the suggestion of 
his own negligence.—CounsEL, Willis, Q.C., and W. Peel; Crispe, Q.C., 
Bassett Hopkins, and G. K. T. Purcell. Soxicrrors, A. Willis; Edward 


Clarke. 
[Reported by C. G. WitsranaM, Barrister-at-Law.] 


THE ALCOY & GANDIA RAILWAY-& HARBOUR CO. ‘/LIM.) v. GREEN- 
HILL; GREENHILL v. THE ALCOY, &c., CO.; THE TRUSTEES, 
EXECUTORS, & SECURITIES INSURANCE CORPORATION (LIM.) v. 
THE ALCOY, &c., CO.—No. 2, 20th November.., 


PracticE—PLEADINGS — CoUNTER-CLAIM — DEFENDANT TO COUNTER-CLAIM 
not Party to Oriermnat Action—Ricut To CoUNTER-CLAIM AGAINST 
Puarntirr—JvUpIcATURE Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66), 8. 24, sUB-sEC- 
tion 3—R. S. C., XIX. 3; XXI., 11, 14. 


Appeal from Stirling, J., in chambers. In August, 1893, the plaintiff 
company commenced an action against Thomas Arthur Greenhill and 
others, on a contract entered into between the defendants and the com- 
pany, for the construction of a railway from Alcoy to Gandia, in Spain, 
and of a harbour at Gandia. The defendants delivered their defence, and 
also a counter-claim against the plaintiffs and the Trustees, &c., Corpora- 
tion, in respect of a guarantee, the corporation being added by the de- 
fence as parties to the counter-claim. The Corporation subsequently 
delivered their defence to the counter-claim, and also a counter-claim 
against the plaintiffs. On the 22nd of July, 1895, the plaintiffs applied 
to Stirling, J., in chambers, for an order that the counter-claim of the 
Trustees, &c., Corporation should be struck out. R.S. C., 1883, ord. 21, 
t. 14, is as follows :—‘‘ Any person named in a defence as a party toa 
counter-claim thereby e, may deliver « reply within the time within 
which he might deliver a defence if it were a statement of claim.” Stir- 
ling, J., following Street v. Gover (25 W.R. 750, 2 Q. B. D. 498), made 
the order asked for. The Trustees, &c., Corporation appealed, and 
urged that the court had power to allow the counter-claim by virtue 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 24, sub-section 3, and also under ord. 
21, r. 14, the counter-claim being in the nature of a reply, and for this 
purpose the two words being interchangeable. The plaintiffs submitted 
that it would be wrong, after so many years, to depart from the practice 
which had obtained universally in all the divisions of the High Court. 
The following cases were referred to:—TZoke v. Andrews (30 W. R. 659, 
8Q. B. D. 428), Beddall v. Maitland (29 W. R. 484, 17 Ch. D. 174), McGowan 
Y. Middleton (31 W. R. 835, 11 Q. B. D. 464), Eden v. The Weardale Iron 
Co, (33 W. R. 241, 28 Ch. D. 333). 

Tux Courr (A. L. Smrru and Rosy, L.JJ.), dismissed the appeal. 

A. L. Surru, L.J., read the following judgment :—The question is 
whether a point of practice decided by Mellor and Lush, JJ., in the case of 
Street Vv. Gover (ubi supra) in the year 1877, upon the orders and rules of 
1875, ord. 22, r. 8, which is identical with ord. 21, r. 14, in the orders and 
tules of 1883 now in force, is to be followed or not. Stirling, J., followed 
it, but gave leave to appeal. It is argued that the decision of Mellor and 
Lash, JJ., is wrong, and that the practice during the last eighteen years 

been wrong, and that this court should now reverse the case decided 
in 1877, and alter the practice. I should be extremely loath to do any- 
thing of the kind ; and unless fully convinced that the decision was wrong, 
T most certainly should refuse to do so, more especially as since the deci- 
sion the old order and rule of 1875, upon which it was given, have been 
Teplaced by the orders and rules of 1883, which have subsequently been 
often altered and amended, and yet the old order and rule of 
1875, with knowledge of the decision upon it, were re-enacted in 1883, 
aid remain still untouched. ‘This shews that no inconvenience 





has been felt in practice in adopting the construction of the 
rule as laid down by Mellor and Lush, JJ., in the year 1877. 
The question is this, whether, when a defendant in an action brings in 
another person in order to counter-claim against him and the plaintiff 
which he can do by virtue of section 24, sub-section 3, of the Judicat 
Act, 1873, and ord. 21, r. 11, that person under rule 14 of the 
entitled not only to defend hi against such counter-claim o: 
defendant, but also to raise a counter-claim against the defendant 
plaintiff. Ord. 21, r. 14, is as follows: [His lordship read the 
continued :—] Mellor and Lush, JJ., held that the word “‘ rep 
rule did not embrace a counter-claim, and so the has 
1877. I would point out the result if the person 
dant can counter-claim as is now suggested. 
plaintiff’s action. The plaintiff wanted nothing . 
plaintiff wanted was something out of the defendant. But it is the defen- 
dant who alleges that he wants something out of the plaintiff; and the 
person brought in, in order that he, the defendant, may obtain relief for 
himself can thus bring in a person and SRS eho ee, so that the 
plaintiff is driven to a contest with that person, although the plaintiff has no 
claim whatever against him and has never litigated and does not desire to 
enter into litigation with him at all. It strikes meas odd that the rules 
should allow this ; but it is said that they do, and it is said that Field and 
Huddleston, JJ.,in the case of Toke v. Andrews (ubi supra) in the year 1882 
in reality so held, and that their judgment is preferable to that of Mellor 
and Lush, JJ. In my opinion Field and Huddleston, JJ., did not decide 
what it is now said that they did. In the first place they had not to de- 
cide upon the construction of ord. 22, r. 8. What they decided was that 
where a plaintiff sued a defendant and the defendant counter-claimed 
against the plaintiff, the plaintiff could counter-claim against the counter- 
claim of the defendant for a cause of action which accrued to the plaintiff 
after the issue of the writ. That is all those learned judges decided. It 
will be seen that this is a decision that an original plaintiff can counter- 
claim against the counter-claim of an original defendant and for a cause 
of action which accrued after the issue of the writ, but it is no decision 
that a person brought in by a defendant can counter-claim against an 
original plaintiff. It is true that Field, J., points out that Lush, J., had 
doubts as to whether he was placing the correct construction upon the 
word “‘ reply’’ in ord. 22, r. 8, but he and Mellor, J., did, nevertheless, 
expressly hold that the word ‘‘reply’’ did not include a counter-claim, 
and so it has remained until the present time. In my judgment, if this 
construction of the rule is to be altered, such alteration must be brought 
about by the Rule Committee by adding the word “‘ counter-claim ” there- 
to after the word “reply ’’; but whether it would think right to do so I 
much doubt, seeing as was pointed out by Mellor and Lush, JJ., that it 
would produce such a complexity as would render an action untriable. I 
should notice that this ord. 21, r. 14, applies to actions both in the Chan- 
cery and Common Law Divisions. If it would produce no complexity in 
the Chancery Division as it is said it would not, well and good; but the 
same construction must be placed upon the rule whether it is being 
applied to a Chancery or a Common Law action—and if, as I have 
no doubt, in a common law action, the complexity pointed out 
would arise, I prefer the construction placed upon the rule by Mellor and 
Lush, JJ., and not the oue contended for—viz., that the word “‘ reply”’ 
as used in the rule embraces a counter-claim. In the case of Eden v. 
Weardale Iron Co. (ubi supra), in which a third was brought in by a 
defendant under ord. 16, r. 48, in order that the defendant might ob 
indemnity or contribution from him, it was argued that such 

could file a counter-claim against the original plaintiff, but this 

held that he could not, and Bowen and Fry, ad gre out the i 
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venience which would arise if this were allo and si 
venience would, as it appears to me, arise in the present 
application were allowed. 


case 
For these reasons I am of opinion 
appeal must be dismissed, and with costs in any event. 


Riesy, L.J.—I have arrived at the same conclusion. 
case of Street v. Gover (wbi supra) had come before me in the first instance, 
I should have been impressed by the reasonsthere given, and have arrived at 
the same conclusion, | very much doubt. But from the first I have been 


Whether, if the 


strongly impressed with the great inconvenience of attem to interfere 
now with a rule as to procedure laid down so long ago as 1877 ; and my only 
hesitation has arisen from a doubt which I entertained for a short ti 
whether Toke v. Andrews (udi supra) really had not in substance laid down 
a law not to be reconciled with Street v. Gover (ubi supra). But after look- 
ing into the case, and the judgment of the Divisional Court as delivered 
by Field, J., I see that they did not intend to overrule, and they care- 
fully avoided overruling, Street v. Gover (wdi supra), To a i 
extent, seeing that the learned judges may, like myself, have had 
doubt about the original correctness or necessity of the ision i 
Street v. Gover (udbi supra), and seeing that they would not act w 

doubt, I think we ought not todo so; but, in conclusion, without 
tation now after consideration, I agree with what has been sai 

the inconvenience of attempting to interfere with that decision. 
dismissed.—Covnssi, MacnagAten ; Mulligan; R. J. Parker. Soxrcrrors, 
Slaughter § May ; Ashurat, Morris, Crisp, $ Co. ; Batten, Prefitt, ¢ Scott. 


{Reported by W. Suauicross Gopparn, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
BATES v, KESTERTON—Chitty, J., 27th November. 


Marrigap Woman—Ssranats use—Restraint on Anrictrattun—Serrisp 
Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vier, oc. 38), ss. 2, sup-amcrron (1), 61, sum- 
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sections (2) (6), 58, sun-sgcrion (1) vi1.—Serriep Lanp Acr, 1884 (47 & | 1862, and the forms in Seton, p. 1471. The words are, however, omitte 
48 Vict. c. 18),s 8—‘‘ Serruement ’’—‘‘ Tenant ror Lire.” in the Trustee Act, 1893. 


Motion treated as the trial of the action. Solomon Hilbert, by his will 
dated in 1863, directed that his debts, funeral and testamentary expenses 
should be paid, and after making certain bequests he bequeathed to his 
two sons, Ualeb Hilbert and Edward Hilbert, his leasehold messuages or 
tenements and premises known as Nos. 1 and 2, Cottage-road, Pimlico, 
upon trust to pay the net yearly rents and profits of the said premises 
(after payment of the ground rent and other outgoings) to the testator’s 
daughter, Mary Bates, wife of Joseph Bates, during her life, and after her 
decease unto and amongst all and every the child or children of the said 
Mary Bates in equal shares as tenants in common. The testator appointed 
his said sons executors of his will, and the testator declared that the lease- 
hold premises so bequeathed to each of his granddaughters should be for 
her sole and separate use, and free from the debts, control, or engage- 
ments of any husband, and that their receipts respectively, notwith- 
standing coverture, should be a sufficient discharge for any moneys pay- 
able to them r tively, and that neither of the testator’s said grand- 
daughters should have power to anticipate the same in any manner what- 
ever. The testator died in 1866, and his daughter Mary Bates died in 
1893. In 1890 Nos. 1 and 2, Cottage-road aforesaid were purchased by the 
receiver for the Metropolitan Police District under his statutory powers, 
and the purchase-money was paid into court. The court in 1891 sanc- 
tioned the investment of in the purchase of freehold hereditaments 
known as No. 87, South End, Croydon, and the same were conveyed tothe 
trustees ef the above will in fee simple upon the trusts therein expressed 
cencerning the said leasehold premises so far as the same were applicable 
to freeholds. The plaintiffs, who were the four surviving children of Mary 
Bates, in April, 1895, had agreed to sell to the defendant and the defend- 
ant had agreed to purchase the fee simple of No. 87, South End, but a 
difficulty arose in regard to the shares of the plaintiffs Ada Mary, wife of 
Henry Farthing, and Edith Ann, wife of Nicholas Giles, owing to the 
restraint on anticipation under the above will. They were both born in 
the testator’s lifetime, and married after 1882, and it was admitted at the 
bar that they both had issue heritable. The above action was for specific 
performance of the agreement, but the only point that the court had to 
decide was whether Mrs. Farthing and Mrs. Giles were or had the powers 
of tenants for life of their shares within the meaning of the Settled Land 
Act, 1882. 

Currrr, J., said that the two married women were living at the death of 
the testator, and the limitations and restrictions on their interests under 
the will were good and not void for remoteness according to the decisions 
of himeelf and the Court of Appeal in Re Russell, Dorrell v. Dorrell 
(1895, 2 Ch. 698). It was argued that, by section 8 of the Settled 
Land Act, 1884, there was a settlement within the Settled Land 
Act, 1882, and that the two ladies either were or had the powers of 
tenants for life. It was admitted at the Bar that they had issue capable of 
inheriting. It was then said that the husbands were entitled to estates by 
the curtesy, and in these circumstances there was a settlement not in 
terms but by the facts of the case. It was plain that there was only one 
estate created by the will, and that was limited to the married women: 
Taylor v. Meads (4 D. J. & 8. 597, at p. 607), cited with approval by Jessel, 
M.R., in Cooper v. Macdonald (26 W. R. 377, 7 Ch. D. 288, at p. 293). His 
lordship thought there was a separate use annexed to these ladies’ estates 
in fee, and they had the power as against their husbands and heirs of dis- 
posing thereof by will, but not by deed, because of the restraint on antici- 
pation. If their husbands shuuld die, the separate use would be free from 
that restraint, and they would be able to dispose of their interests. Now 
it was said for the vendors that the effect of the restraint was to bring the 
case within section 2, sub-section (1), of the Act of 1882, and the land now 
stood limited to persons by way of succession within the meaning of that 
enactment. That was wrong, because it was not under or by virtue of the 
will that the surviving husband would take his estate by the curtesy, but 
by virtue of the general law as incident to the wife’s fee. Section 61, sub- 
section (2), did not make a married woman entitled to thefee in possession 

for her use a tenant for life. Section 61, sub-section (6), again, 
only applied where she was or had a of a tenant for life, so that 
@ mere restraint on anticipation should not prevent the exercise of her 
powers. It was contended that the husbands might be said to be initiate 
tenants by the curtesy, and that section 58 enumerated tenant by the 
curtery ms having the powers of a tenaut for life, sub-section 
(1) viii., but the section only referred to tenants in possession. The Act of 
1684, 8. 8, was to remove some difficulty of construction under the 
Act of 1882 us to the estate of a tenant by the curtesy. That, again, 
meant an estate in possession. Those references to the Acts did not assist 
the vendors, and the vendors failed to establish that, because the two 
married women were restrained from anticipation, they, therefore, were or 
had the powers of tenants for life under the Settled Land Act, 1882. The 
court made an order binding the interest of the married women under 
section 39 of the Conveyancing Act of 1881.—CounseL, Byrne, Q.C., Mac- 
morran, and Low ; Hewitt. Sorscrrors, Mead § Sons; Preston, Stow, § 


[Reported by J. F. Warer, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re THOMAS’S TRUSTS—Chitty, J., 30th November. 


Cowrremation or Satzes—Trverezs—Sare or Svurvace Reservine 
Mixzzsie—Form or Onver—25 & 26 Vict. c. 108 8. 2—Trusrex Act, 
1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53) #. 44. 

Petition, under the Trustee Act, 1893, s. 44, for leave to sell land apart 
from minerals. The prayer asked for the order to be made “ without 
prejudice to any future exercise of the authority with 4 to the 

minerals,”’ following the words of the Confirmation of Sales Act, 









Ourrry, J., said that the above words were now unnecessary, anj 
directed them to be omitted.—CovunsgL, Paice. Soxrcrrors, Paice § Crom, 
[Reported by G. Row.anp Atsroy, Barrister-at-Law. | 


VAWDBEY v. SIMPSON—Chitty, J., 29th November. 


PaRTNERSHIP—ARBITRATION CLAUsE—AcTION FoR DissoLuTION—APPLIQ. 
TION TO sTAY ACTION—JURISDICTION—ARBITRATION Act, 1889 (52 & 5 
Vier. c. 49), 8. 4. 


This was a motion on behalf of the defendant, that all matters in dif. 
ference in the above action, which was for dissolution of the partne 
between the plaintiff and defendant, as surgeons and physicians, might 
referred to arbitration, pursuant to the Arbitration Act, 1889, and i 
accordance with the partnership agreement. By such agreement th 
partnership was to run as from July, 1892, during the joint lives of th 
partners, unless previously determined under the provisions thereof, ani 
it was provided that if any dispute, misconception, or misconstruction 
should arise between the partners touching the terms, stipulations, ani 
conditions of the agreement, or the construction thereof, or any matten 
in any way connected with the agreement, or the operation thereof, o 
the rights, duties or liabilities of either partner in connection therewith, the 
matters in difference should be referred to arbitration under the provisions 
of the Arbitration Act, .1889. It was alleged that the defendant had 
absented himself from his practice for long periods at a time, had engagei 
assistants without the plaintiff’s assent, and had done divers othe 
things in breach of the partnership articles, and contrary to the proper 
conduct of the professional business of the nership. The following 
authorities were referred to :— Walmsley v. White (40 W. R. 674), Russll 
v. Russell (14 Ch. D. 471, 28 W. R. Dig. 154), Belfield v. Bourne (42 W.R 
189; 1894, 1 Ch. 521), Joplin v. Postlethwaite (61 L. T. 629, 38 W. R. Dig, 
10), Zurnell v. Sanderson (60 L. J. 471, 39 W.R. Dig. 145), and Annul 
Practice for 1896, p. 163. 

Curry, J.— Walmsley v. White has settled the question whether arbi. 
trators can award a dissolution of partnership. In that case, which wa 
an action for dissolution, the judge ordered a stay under section 4 of the 
Arbitration Act, 1889, and the Court of Appeal declined to alter his order. 
I, thererore, regard it as unn to travel back over earlier authori- 
ties. In Joplin v. Postlethwaite, the judge having a discretion, to be exer. 
cised judicially on the ordinary principles, and having exercised his dis 
cretion, the Court of Appeal nf = ed to interfere. Kay, J., in that cam, 
did mainly decide on the circumstance that dissolution was asked for. 
The language of section 4 is very wide, embracing any legal proceedings 
between any ies to the submission ‘‘in respect of any matter agreed 
to be referred,’ and the judge, if satisfied that there is no sufficient reason 
why the matter should not be referred, may make the order to stay. 
The submission here is large enough to include dissolution. That is no 
denied at the bar. The burden is, therefore, thrown on the party who 
sues. There is no charge here of fraud or misappropriation, or apy 
criminal offence that ought to be tried in public. There is nothing i 
dispute requiring a judge’s experience and knowledge of law. I see mo 
reason why an arbitrator should not dispose of the matter with justice, 
and I, therefore, order a stay of the proceedings.—CounsgeL, Butcher; 
Macaskie. Soricrrons, G. Thompson § Son, for Eve § Clinton, Aldershot; 
T. B. White. 





























































































































































[Reported by J. F. Watery, Barrister-at-Law. } 


NORTH LONDON COMMERCIAL PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETY », 
PARR’S BANKING CO.—Chitty, J., 3rd December. 


Practice—ParticuLaks BEFORE Dergnce—Buitpinc Socrery—Inree 
MITTENT Boxrow1nc poweR—Impzacuep Loans—kR. 8. C. XIX. 6. 

The plaintiffs were a building society in liquidation. The defendants 
had been their sole bankers since 1887, and had from time to time made 
advances to them. The object of the present action was to impeach all 
such advances on the ground that at the time they were made there was 
no borrowing power available, and to recover money which the bankem 
had repaid themselves in the account. The statement of claim impeached 
all the advances generally. There had in fact, some fifty-six 
advances. The borrowing power depended on the Building Societies Act, 
1874, (37 & 38 Vict. c. 42) s. 15 sub-section 2: ‘‘In a permanent society 
the total amount so received on deposit or loan and not repaid by the 
society, shall not at any time exceed two-thirds of the amount for the 
time being secured to the society by mortgages from its members.’’ There 
was no dispute as to the meaning of this sub-section. It was admitted 
that the borrowing power at any moment was equal to two-thirds of the 
mortgages minus the good loans ; and that any advance in excess of the 
borrowing power was not to be counted in the loans, but treated a 
es instants and tly void or non-existent altogether, and not capable 
of being validated by any doctrine of relation back on a subsequent 
revival of such intermittent borrowi 
loans, or increase of mortgages. The defendants, before putting in their 
defence, applied for particulars of the loans which the plaintiffs intendel 
to impeach, but subsequently limited their demand to the instances @ 
which the plaintiffs intended to rely at the trial. They wanted particulas 
shewing what was the borrowing power at the date of each such impeached 
loan, in order to know what case they had to meet. It was highly 
improbable that every one of the bank’s advances was made at a time 
when there was no power to borrow, and in the case of an intermittent 
wer to borrow, it was for the plaintiffs to shew the loans were invalid 
be plaintiffs said the application was premature, and the particulal 
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ings were so large that primd facie it was for the defendants to shew their 
advances had been made during a borrowing-power interval. 

Ourrty, J., referred to ord. 19, r. 6, and said the case was somewhat 
like a breach of trust. He did not think the plaintiffs had sufficiently 
informed the defendants of the case they had to meet. If there had been 
one case of im: hed loan the plaintiffs would have had to give particu- 
lars shewing their borrowing powers at the time of such loan. The plain- 
tiffs must make out their own case. They and their liquidator were in 
some difficulty owing to the way the accounts had beenkept. That made 
no difference as to iculars. Plaintiffs could not come to the court and 
say they were unable to give particulars. The right course was to order 
the plaintiffs to give some proper particulars before the defence was put 
in. The claim was too general, more particularity was required. The 
plaintiffs must pick out the cases on which they intended to rely at the 
trial. Leave to appeal was asked for and refused.—CounseL, Byrne, Q.C., 
and Clayton ; Levett, Q.C., and Beddall. Soutcrrons, Boulton, Sons, § Sande- 
man; Taylor § Taylor. 

[Reported by G. Rowiaxp Auston, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re BEEMAN, FOWLER v. JAMES—North, J., 27th November. 


ADMINISTRATION—INSOLVENT Estare—Annuity—Ricut or RegraiInzr— 
JupicaTuRE Act, s. 10. 


Summons taken out by the defendant, Mrs. James, to have it determined 
whether she, as administratrix of the estate of her son, T. G. Beeman, 
was entitled to retain out of the estate a sum representing the or 
value of an annuity of £6 per week, covenanted to be paid to her by T. G. 
Beeman by indenture of the 10th of October, 1891, and by which she 
released to T. G. Beeman her life interest in certain trust funds. T. G. 
Beeman died on the 22nd of September, 1894, intestate. Letters of 
administration were granted to Mrs. James, the mother. The estate 
proved insolvent, and on the application of a creditor the usual order for 
accounts and inquiries was directed on the 6th of April, 1895. It was 
conceded that, as regards any arrears due at the death, Mrs. James 
would have a right of retainer, but against the claim it was argued that, 
as regards the future payment of the weekly sums, Mrs. James’ only 
right was to value the annuity, and to prove for that sum with the other 
creditors: Re Hargreaves (44 Ch. D. 238), Re Compton (30 Ch. D. 15). 

Norn, J. held that Mrs. James had no right of retainer, but could only 
prove against the estate for the capitalized value of the future payments. 
—CounseL, Gatey ; Cann. Soxtcrrors, Dolling Smith, McArthur, § Co. 

Reported by R. Stiiem, Barrister-at-Law. 
HOLT & CO. v. SAUNDERS, GREEN, 
November. 


Trapg-Mark—ParTents AND TrapgE-Marxs Act, 1888, s. 64 (a) (B) (c) (D) 
(z)—‘* Trisy.”’ 

Motion by the defendents to rectify the register of trade-marks by 
striking off the word ‘‘ Trilby,”’ registered as a trade-mark in class 38, for 
aprons by the plaintiffs who had commenced this action against the 
defendants for infringing the same. The trade-mark consisted of ‘* Trilby ” 
in ordinary type. It was argued in support of the motion that (1 
“Trilby’’ had reference to the ‘‘ character or quality of the goods’’ 
within the meaning of sub-section (e) of section 64 of the Act of 1888, 
because there is a reference in the novel of Trilby to the apron worn by 
the heroine, and also (2) that the word ‘“‘Trilby’’ in itself was not good 
subject-matter for registration because it did not fall within sub-sections 
if ts) (c) (d), and that sub-section (e) does not apply to proper names at 


& CO.—North, J., 29th 


Nortu, J., held that ‘‘ Trilby ’’ must be struck off because it was not an 
an invented word within the meaning of sub-section (d) and did not fall 
within sub-section (e), which, in his opinion. did not deal with pro 
names. The sub-sections dealing with names being (a) and (5). The 
registered mark did not fall within either sub-section (4), which applied 
to the name of the person who himself applied to register; or within sub- 
section (4), because it was not rome or woven in a particular way. 
Motion allowed.—CounsgL, Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Kerly ; Swinfen Eady 
Q0C., and Micklem. Soxicrrors, Edwardie Voi; Sharp, Parker, § Co. 


[Reported by R. Stiiem, Barrister-at-Law. } 


BARTLETT v. MARSHALL—Romer, J., 29th November. 


Nursance—No1se—Cuaractsr or Strest—Lawrut TrapB—INTEgRFERENCE 
with Comrort—LNsUNCTION. 


This was an action in which the plaintiffs, who were jointly 

of certain leasehold premises known as Temple-chambers, in the City of 
London, applied for an injunction to restrain the defendants, Marshall & 

from corrying on their business or any other noisy business, on the 
ground that such business was a nuisance to the defendants. The facts of 
the case were as follows :—In 1886, certain of the plaintiffs or their pre- 
decessors in title built the said Temple-chambers, which were let out for 
offices and residential purposes. The defendants, who were in possession 
of certain premises opposite the plaintiffs’ premises, on the 30th of July, 
1894, commenced to carry on the noisy business of newspaper agents. 
Many carts were frequently driven to and from their place of Gediaes in 
the middle of the night and in the small hours of the m , and great 
inconvenience was caused to the plaintiffs and their tenants by the carts 
loading and unloading, and by the shouting of the drivers and other 
servants and agents of the com The tiffs declared that in con- 
sequence of this their chambers become unfit for habitation or com- 
fortable habitation, and that the plaintiffs had lost and would lose their 
tenants. The defendants submitted that the locality was one which was 


devoted to newspaper businesses, and that the noise, if any, made by the 
defendants was of so t a character as not to be any substantial addi- 
tion to the noise o and was justifiable, and, further, that 


every reasonable precaution was taken to prevent any injurious noise. 
The following po were referred to: Bellamy v. Wells (39 w. R. 158), and 
Barber v. Peniey (1893 ; 2 Ch. 447). 
Romer, J., held that although the evidence was somewhat conflicting the 
defendants’ business had been carried on so as to be a nuisance to the in- 
habitants of the plaintiffs’ premises, the 
defendante’ premises. After complaints had been made, no doubt an effort 
fied form, and an injunction must accordingly be granted 
fendants.—Counset, Oswald, Q.C., and Boyle; Eve, Q.0., 
Souicrrors, Munns § Longden ; Miller, Sinith, § Bell. 
[Reported by J. Anruur Price, Barrister-at-Law.] 


and Greig. 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
CHIPPENDALE AND OTHERS v. HOLT— 18th November. 
Surprinc—Manine Insurance—Po.icy or RurysuraNnce—ConsTxuction OF. 

Action tried by Mathew, J. ial Court, the question 
being as to the liability of the plaintiffs upon a policy 
of reinsurance, 

Maruzw, J., took time to consider his judgment, which he delivered in 
writing as follows :—The action was upon a policy of reinsurance on the 
ship Ajimir. igi i i with the plaintiffs, who 
in their turn reinsured with the defendant by a policy which contained 
the following clause :—‘‘ Being a reinsurance subject to the same clauses 


and conditions as the original policy “24 policies, and to pay as may be 
paid thereon, but against the risk of total "** constructive total loss 


only.”’ The vessel stranded, and the owners gave notice of abandonment, 
and claimed that she was a constructive total loss. Their underwriters 
paid, and called upon the plaintiffs to indemnify them under their policy 
of reinsurance. The plaintiffs paid, but the defendant refused to admit 
his liability on the ground that the vessel was not shewn to 
structive total loss. The plaintiffs insisted that whether 
a total loss or not, the defendant was bound 
i i It was stated to be of 
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condition of the defendant’s 
satisfied that they were liable and had 
It was argued for the defendant that he was 
intiffs against 
t was said for the plaintiffs 
might be made of the plaintiffs’ 
contemplation of either party, and that 
reinsurers should trust to the honour and sound 2 
liabilities they had taken upon themselves. But the contention 
plaintiffs would involve this result, that the clause must be read as if 
*‘to pay such an amount as the insurers might choose to pay, whether liable 
ornot.’’ This seems tome unreasonable. Such a contract would 
be a wager, and not reinsurance. It was said that unless the interpreta- 
tion contended for were put upon the clause, no effect would 
the final words ‘‘ to pay as may be paid thereon” ; the 
obligation was differently provided for by the words * 
same clauses and conditions as the original policy.’ 
standing alone would not be applicable to a reinsurance 
give rise to difficulties of construction, while the 
what was meant. Further, it was suggested 
applicable to cases where there was a foreign 
promise in respect of an admitted liability. I 
that the form of the clause was meant to 
limits of the original policy. cee? Le 


ceee 


ee 
ie 


ek 
Be 


q 
1 
® 
fi 

Re 


8 
F 


E 
lie 
tft £ 
tl 


E 
F 


i 
it 
i 


iL : 


may 


thereon’ would seem to assume the existence ability, 
admitted, in respect of the loss reinsured. I give j for the 
defendant. eee Son eceahinn Oona, Some ew , Q.C., and 


Serutton; H. F. Boyd. Soutcrrons, Waltons, JoAnson, Bubb, ¢ Whatton ; 
C. B. Harvey. 
(Reported by Sir Susasrox Baxssa, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.! 





Banxruprey—Costs or Trusres—Comerrres or Insrpscrron—Arrorxt- 
ment BY Souicrron or Tavstss oF ONE OF THE as Hts AGENT 
—Pxorirs DERIVED BY svcH AGunt—Banxavuprcr Rouzs, 1886, x. 317. 

leet Saleaty This was an appeal by Harriet Gallard, a 

tor in the bankruptcy, against an order made by Vaughan W:' 

1895, varying 





J., dated the 16th of A the certificate of, taxation 
\ a solicitor’s bill of costs . In 1887 a receiving onder 
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was made against George Gallard, the bankrupt, and at the adjourned 
meeting of creditors J. Harris was — trustee, with a committee of 
inspection consisting of H. M. Willi (a solicitor at Brighton), E. F. 
Hunt (clerk to Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, & Co., solicitors), and 
one Hilliard. It then became necessary to appoint a solicitor to the 
trustee, and at the instance of the committee of inspection Messrs. 
Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, & Co. consented to act in that capacity. During 
the administration of the estate the said H. M. Williams was appointed 
agent to Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, & Co. in Brighton. The parties 
never obtained the sanction of the court in respect of this arrangement. 
Williams, when he had carried out his work in Brighton, cent in a bill of 
costs for £139, and on this coming before the taxing-master, he dis- 
allowed the whole of it except actual out-of-pocket expenses, on the 
ground that during the period covered by such bill the said Williams was 
a member of the committee of inspection. From this decision the trustee 
appealed to the judge, Vaughan Williams, J., who ordered the certificate 
of the taxing-master to be varied by allowing, in addition to out-of- 
pocket expenses, the sum of £75, as representing the proportion of office 
expenses in respect of the bill. From this decision Harriet Gallard, a 
creditor in the bankruptcy, now appealed. By rule 317 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Rules, 1886, it is provided that : ‘‘ No member of a committee of 
i ion of an estate shall, except under and with the sanction of 
the court, directly or indirectly, by himself or any employer, partner, 
clerk, agent, or servant, be entitled to derive any profit trom any transac- 
tion arising out of the bankruptcy, or to receive out of the estate any 
payment for services rendered by him in connection with the administra- 
tion of the estate, or for any goods supplied by him to the trustee for or 
on account of theestate. . . .” 

Tae Cover (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Lorgs and Kay, L.JJ.) allowed 


R 


appeal. 
Lord Esurz, M.R.—Notwithstanding the great experience of the 
learned judge from whose order this appeal comes before us, it seems to 
me that he has done two things with which I cannot Rule 317 of 
the Bankruptcy Rules lays down that the sanction of the court must be 
obtained for certain matters. In this case, however, that sanction was 
not obtained until the work had been done. Now the sanction of the 
court must be given before the business, from which the profit is to be 
derived, is undertaken, therefore the learned judge below had no power to 
give such sanction as he did at the hearing of the appeal from the taxing- 
master. The profits in this case, therefore, not having been earned under 
sanction of the court, cannot be allowed. Messrs. Ashurst & Morris 
doubt made a mistake in employing Williams to act for them 
their agent at Brighton, whilst he was still on the committee of inspec- 
ion, but I do not think any wrong was intended by them, or that any 
is cast upon them. The learned judge has rightly held that Williams 
not claim any profit, but in addition to allowing out-of-pocket 
he allowed a certain sum as representing office expenses. Now 
anything more than actual disbursements be allowed’ I think not. 
think the view the learned judge took is a most dangerous one. A 
icitor’s profits on his biil are what remains after allowing for actual 
disbursements, and no allowance can be made in respect of keeping up his 
Office. Ancther and a more important point is raised in this case. 
Mesers. Ashurst & Morris accepted a retainer from the committee of 
imspection, one of whom was a clerk to their firm, to act as solicitors to the 
trustee, and this was done without the sanction of the court being ob- 
tained. This, in my opinion, is not 2 proper practice. If a solicitor is 
i under these circumstances, an application to the court to set 
aside such retainer would be at once granted. 

Lores, LJ.—The true construction of rule 317 is important. The 
sanction of the cvurt must be obtained before, and not after, the work, 
from which the profit is to be derived, is undertaken. 

Kar, LJ.—The very mischief which rule 317 was made to prevent was 
the making of profits by one of the committee of inspection out of the 

"s ettate. If he were to be permitted to do his interests and 
duty would conflict. The judge below had no discretion under this rule 
to give the sanction of the court in the way he did. Appeal allowed, with 
outa. —Covwezt, Cxoper Williu, GC., and 2neas Mackintosh; Herbert 
Beek, QC., an Mur Maclenese. Senscstons, J. C. Buckwell, Brighton; 
Asha, Morris, Crip, & Co. 

(Reporte! by E.G. Oritweit, Barrit-e-Law.) 
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Is re CORNISH, Ez porte THE BOARD OF TEADE—29th November. 


Bawxecrics—Lismierr oy Txveres 10 Accouxt—* Any Sucn Tuverer” 
—Basxcecrims Act, 1963 (M6 & AT Vier. ©. 572), #. 102, eve-eectiox 
2 (x. 
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to them an account verified by affidavit of the sums received and paid by 
him under or in pursuance of any such petition, resolution, deed, or other 
proceeding as aforesaid, and may direct and enforce an audit of the 
account.’’ The learned judge refused to make the order applied for, and 
thereupon the Board of Trade applied to the Divisional Court, which 
reversed the decision of the county court judge, and held that the order 
could be made, although the trustee had received no funds since the 
passing of the Act of 1883; and, further, that ‘‘any such trustee”’ in 
clause (+) means any trustee appointed under any of the Acts mentioned 
in schedule 4 of the Act. From this decision the trustee appealed, con- 
tending that sub-section 2 does not apply to a trustee under the Act 
of 1869 who held in his hands no undistributed funds of the estate at the 
time of the passing of the Act of 1883: Re Chudley (33 W. R. 708, 14 
Q. B. D. 402), and that the trustee was exempt under section 8 of the 
Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 59), from any proceedings being taken 
against him to enforce an account of his trusteeship: Re Page (41 W. R, 
357; 1893, 1 Ch. 304). 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Lopzs and Kav, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Lord Esuzr, M.R.—I am opinion that the Board of Trade have, under 
sub-section 2 (b), a right to call upon the trustees to render an account, 
It was argued that they had no such right because they had not first 
shewn that the trustee had in his hands undistributed funds of the estate, 
and that it was a condition precedent imposed upon them to shew such 
fact. I find no such condition in sub-section 2 (4) and we cannot imply it, 
I am clearly of opinion that this trustee is such a trustee as is included in 
clause (4). Therefore on the first point I agree with the learned judges 
below. Then we come to the question whether the Trustee Act of 1888 
applies. The learned judges below left that question open, but it seems 
to me that that Act does not apply to a trustee in liquidation. Therefore 
on both grounds the learned judges below were right and this appeal 
must be dismissed. 

Lopes and Kay, LJJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed. — Covnszn,, 
Herbert Reed, Q.C., and Ward Coldridge; Sir R. Finlay, Q.C., 8.G., and 
Muir Mackenzie; Briscoe, Soxtcrrors, Colyer § Colyer; Solicitor to the 
Board of Trade; Norton, Rose, § Norton. 

[Reported by E. G. Stituwe, Barrister-at-Law.) 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE LIVERPOOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The sixty-eighth annual general meeting was held on the 21st of 
November: the president, Mr. O. H. Morton, in the chair. 

The president delivered an address in which, after referring to the 
death of Mr. W. A. Jevons, he said: Owing to the sudden and early 
dissolution of Parliament the volume of legislation of the past year has 
been small, but there is one short Act of Parliament —‘‘ The Mortgagees 
Costs Act ”—which will be of great advantage to our profession. ‘Taere 
are, I believe, only two classes of men whose remuneration is regulated by 
Act of Parliament: the one, metropolitan cabmen, the other, solicitors. 
No one, I take it, ever knew a London cabby get less than his full fare ; 
but the solicitor’s remuneration is, I fear, chronically below his legal 
right. Judge-made law has, however, gone tar beyond the laws of natural 
competition, and has laid down that a solicitor, who is also mortgagee, is 
not entitled to recover from the mortgagor, or charge against the security, 
any of his profit costs. The principle of these decisions has been in recent 
cases carried to an extreme that might be logical, but certainly was 
neither just nor reasonable. In a recent decision of the court it was 
implied that even the cost of —— = mortgage deed, which, as a 
condition of obtaining the loan, the borrower had agreed to pay, was 
irrecoverable. Instead of proceding by way of appeal, or devising subtle 
schemes to circumvent the effect of the decisions of the judges, your 
committee boldly advocated the introduction into Parliament of a Bill to 
remove the disabilities imposed. The committee met with much dis- 
couragement. It was argued that the probabilities of success were too 
remote to make it worth while to make the attempt. Your committee 
were, however, of opinion that— 

It was better to have tried and failed 
Than never to have tried at all. 
If the Bill were rejected, at least the profession was no worse off, and it 
was manifest that there could be no amelioration of the position unless 
some effort was made. Your committee persevered, with the result that 
mortgagee-solicitors in future will be justly and fairly paid for the work 
they do in connection with the mortgage. The action of the committee 
has benefited not only the members of this society but al! solicitors 
throughout the country, and I venture to assert that had this society done 
nothing in the past year except secure this change in the law, it would 
have amply justified its existence. I may here remark in passing that, in 
my fem opinion, many disadvantages we endugy might be removed if 
the law socleties throughout the country would unitedly make the attempt. 
There is far too great « disposition to treat proposals to amend hard- 
ships as hopeless, and accordingly to decline to seriously discuss them, 
After discussing the Public Trustee Bill the provident said ; Another 
Hill of intense interest to solicitors’ and which occupled the attention of 
elect Committee of the House of Commons last Senslon, la the Land 
Transter Vill, You are aware that this Bill has been introduced in 
several) wemions, and that both political partion aro committed to it, The 
main objection of the law socletlon ts to the principle of comepuianan If, nay 
we, it san advantage an owner to register hin title, he will do tt for 
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pee 
make is—when you have once established a costly and extended syste 
with offices, registrars, and staff spread over the country, the cost of dis- 





establishing it will be too serious to be faced. There is undoubtedly a | is 39. 


eeling among a certain part of the community that our conve 
need is unsuited to present wants and should te 
and solicitors only, 


improvement can be attained by merely tinkering at the mode or instru- 
ment of transfer. To effect a greater simplicity than is at present possi- 
ble, the principles underlying our conveyancing system must be first dealt 
with. In my nineteen years’ experience on your committee I have been 
prought much in contact with members of Parliament, acquainting them 
with the views of the society in reference to Bills in Parliament. It has 
frequently been said to me, by way of reproach, ‘‘ You solicitors are 
remarkably ingenious and industrious in pointing out what will not work, 
but you never tell us what will work.’”’ I am afraid we must to some 


extent (as Mrs. Malaprop would say) admit the soft impeachment. But | 


hasnot now the time again arrived when solicitors should themselves shew 
how conveyancing may be simplified? Is it not desirable to face the 
inevitable, instead of engaging, year after year, in an obstructive struggle 
with a united Parliament which means to have some change? The pre- 
sent system was, generations ago, evolved by lawyers to meet the require- 
ments of the great landowners, who then represented public opinion, and 
who desired to perpetuate their territorial family influence ; those who hold 
themselves out as representing public opinion to-day, demand a less com- 
lex system; why should we not comply and give them what they ask? 
Railway and other companies decline to recognize any but the actual 
transferee of stock; they ignore the beneficial owner; why not do the 
same with land? Enact, for instance, that as against a purchaser, no 
equity, or notice of an equity, should prevail, and that the holder of the 
legal estate should, to a purchaser, be absolute owner for all purposes. 
All that it would be necessary for a purchaser or mortgagee to do would 
be to see that the vendor or mortgagor was possessed of the legal estate. 
Successive estate for life, and remainders, limited by way of use, would 
cease. Equities would be protected by a declaration of trust by the legal 
owner, precisely as the beneficial equities of a settlement of railway stocks 
now are ; our old friend the statute of uses would be no more. Land sub- 
ject to existing settlements would require special treatment; the tenant 
for life should be invested with full powers of sale and ownership (which, 
in fact, he has now by virtue of the Settled Land Acts), but it should be 
obligatory on the purchaser to see that the trustees of the settlement join 
in the conveyance for the purpose of receiving the purchase-money—if 
there were no trustees he would pay the purchase-money into court—the 
trustees must, however, join in any dealing with the land at the lawful 
request of the tenant for life. On the death of an owner, land should vest 
in a realty representative ; the realty representative to have full powers of 
sale and ownership ; in case he did not sell, he would convey the land to 
the heir-at-law or to the devisee of the will, as the case may be. In this 
way the costly pedigree evidence on intestacies would be dispensed with. 
Succession duty must no longer be a charge on the land ; death duties do 
not attach to stock in the hands of the purchaser, the responsibility of the 
executor is accepted by the Government; Why not soin the case of land ? 
In this way the transfer of land will be as nearly as practicable assimilated 
to the transfer of stock; but it must be borne in mind that under the 
simplest system there must always be a careful examination of boundaries, 
measurements, and physical incidents. One, £100 of London and North- 
Western Consols is as good as another, but every parcel of land has its 
separate characteristics. On the other hand, no register would be requisite, 
and the attendant delay, costs, and evils of officialism avoided. An ab- 
stract of title would be a brief epitome of the successive transfers of the 
legal estate, and, as equities would no longer burden the land, production 
of the title for so great a number of years as is now requisite, would be un- 
necessary. The Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom are 
now considering the desirability of promoting a Bill dealing with this great 
subject. Upon what lines that measure will be based is still a matter of 
discussion; the law societies of the country will shortly meet to deliberate 
en the question, and I trust that, by this time next year, some advance in 
the direction I have indicated may be accomplished. It may be that the 
judices of legislators will not accept such a scheme as I have fore- 
owed, but at least we shall have removed the reproach, that we did not 
int out the logical and practical manner of accom ing what the 
Government desire to effect. 

It was moved by the president, seconded by the vice-president, and re- 
solved :—‘ That the report of the committee, together with the hon. 
treasurer’s account, be approved and adopted, and that the same be 
printed and circulated.’’ 

It was moved by Mr. E, W. Bird, seoonded by Mr. F. Gregory, and re- 
solved :—‘* That the thanks of the meeting be given to the president for 
his address, and that the same be printed and circulated as part of the 
report.’’ 

here were thirteon nominations to fill the vacancies upon the com- 
mittee, and the following were elected for the term of three years next 
ensuing :— Mosare, W. Ayrton, H, N. Bewley, Septimus Castle, J. Dickin- 
son, H, H, Gibbons, J. Lawrence, Cecil EB, Maples, ©, H, Morton, and ©, 
B. Stevens, 

It was moved by Mr. R. 8, Cleaver, seoonded by Mr. F. M. Hull, 
and resolved :—' That the thanks of the society be given to the 
attioers and members of the committee for their services during the past 


Several gentleman were elected members of the society. 


The following are extracts from the sixty-oighth annual report of the 
committee :— 


m | 


| judge of assize, to summon a certain number of 
| of the assize and a certain number for the 





Members.—The society now consists of 383 members. The number 
of barristers and others not being members who subscribe to the library 


Special Juries Bill.—The object of this Bill, which was introduced by 


ol 
amended. Solicitors, | the Liverpool Corporation at the instance of this , was to remove 
really understand the question, and we say most | some of the hardships to which special jurymen are subject, by being 
emphatically that the Government remedy is worse than the evil. No real | required to attend for an indefinite, and, often, a long time 
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The Bill :—(1) To repeal the limitation of the number 48 

allow the cheriff to summon any number j 

exceeding 96 in all. (2) To empower the sheriff, with the consent of 
jurymen for the 


(3) To empower the sheriff, with the like consent, either to 
juryman who have been summoned from further attendance, or to excuse 
them for a day or more if it is found that their services will not 
uired. The Bill was presented and read a first time on the 14th 
ebruary, 1895, but from pressure of Parliamentary business was not 
proceeded with further. It is expected that it will be reintroduced next 
session. 

Legal education.—The work of the Liverpool Board of Legal Studies 
during the past session (1894-5) continued to be of a satisfactory character 
and was conducted on the same lines as in the past. Courses of lectures 
were delivered on the Law of Chattels, Equity and Mercantile Contracts 
as well as on Roman Law, J , and other subjects more particu 
larly intended for students for a degree in law at Victoria Uni- 
versity, or elsewhere. All the lecturers in their reports to the Board, 
speak of the good work done by students. A course of lectures on Mer- 
cantile Contracts for non-professional Students, was delivered by Mr. 
Harold D. Bateson, of University College, under the auspices of the 
board, and proved most no fewer than 228 students availing 
themselves of the opportunity afforded. With a view to still further ex- 
tending usefulness of their 


Examination of the Incorporated 

This work is undertaken by the Professor of Law (Professor Jenks), and 
by Mr. O. W. Owen, who has been i resident lecturer to the 
Board. Arrangements have also been with Mr. Owen under which 
students desiring private tuition may obtain it from him. The work has 
only just commenced, buf the results so far are most encouraging, both 
the lectures and classes being well 


weeks 
on every day upon which the judges of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court sit, and for the same hours, and im accordance with such arrange- 
ment Vice-Chancellor Bristowe gave up his house in London and came to 
reside within easy reach of Liverpool and Manchester. The society ven- 
tured to suggest to the Chancellor of the Duchy that the occasion of the 
appointment of a new Vice-Chancellor was a fitting opportunity to renew 
a in put into force the ts which had been made with 
Vice-Chancellor Bristowe. On the day on which Vi Hall 
first took his seat in court the committee were received by him im the 
lib at St. George’s Hall, and the ident tendered him s welcome on 
behalf of the solicitors of Li following extract from the report 
of a statement of Vice- Hall (which appeared in the daily news- 
papers on the 11th of November) will be received with great satisfaction by 
the society :—‘‘ For the present year the sittings will, of course, be held om the 
days advertised in the calendar for this year, but for the future the matter 
requires some consideration, and I have been in communication 
subject with Lord James of Hereford, the chancellor of the duchy. 
chancellor is extremely anxious that the legitimate desire of 
suitors to have their cases promptly di t 


; 
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the basins 
of the court can be carried en without sitting on Saturdays, and witheat 
into arrears, I am to consent, Dut the paramount consider 


cause 
therefore if it become necessary for the transaction 

court I shall sit on Saturdays. Im the meantime the present arrange- 
ments will continue, bat I shall reeerve the power of at any time 

& case Roget te = es S Se yr. 
intend to live permanen county, er meer 
hE Ty BRB EA Be. 
ance,”’ 

Chaetinwens sit te Lanwsliw—In the part of the year the cam- 
mittee resolved that the Rill aa salsaitted to Lani Chancellor da the 


1898 should, if be re-introduced hn the ansamg sermon af 
Parliament. A af the Liverpool ORamber of Chamme&ne was bed 


at which the president of the society wae present, whea a reeolatien was 
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unanimously passed in favour of the re-introduction of the Bill, the 
Chamber of Commerce also un ing to adopt all the means open to 
them to press it forward. The Manchester Law Association and the Man- 
chester Chamber of Commerce co-operated with the committee. Mr. 
W. H. Holland, M.P. for North Salford, kindly took charge of the Bill, 
and it was read for a first time in the month of February. Upon the 
motion for second reading, the Attorney-General, Sir Robert T. Reid, 
stated that he could not consent to the Bill passing second ing with- 
out adequate discussion, whereupon an influential deputation consisting of 
local Members of Parliament, the president of the Liverpool Chamber of 
Commerce, and the presidents of this society and the Manchester Law 
Association waited upon the Lord Chancellor for the purpose of inducing 
the Government to withdraw from the position adopted by them and allow 
the second reading to be taken, ing discussion for a later stage, the 
Bill in the meantime to be referred to a select committee with power to 
take evidence. The Lord Chancellor, expressing his general sympathy 
with the desire of Lancashire to obtain greater facilities for the trial of 
causes, assented to the tion ; subsequently in the month of June 
the Bill passed the second reading and was referred to a select committee, 
but before the committee was named Parliament was dissolved. 
Stamping transfers of mortgages,—W ith regard to stamps on transfers of 
> where the mortgagor joins, and a part of the mortgage debt is 
paid off, the profession are at present in a somewhat similar position to 
that in which they were in September, 1894, with respect to stamps on 
conveyances, subject to apportioned chief rents. Ina recent case, to which 
the attention of your committee was called, the Commissioners held that a 
release stamp of sixpence per cent. for the total amount secured as well as 
the duty on the amount transferred was necessary. The matter was care- 
fally considered by the committee, who were of opinion that the decision 
of the Commissioners was wrong, and, in any case, entirely opposed to the 
ordinary . The Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom 
were urged to take the matter up with a view to an appeal, but before any 
definite decision was arrived at the Commissioners offered to remit the 
penalties claimed, and on the advice of the Council of the United King- 
dom it was decided not to proceed with a test case on the deeds then in 
question. Recent adjudications on similar deeds, both in acccrdance with 
and contrary to the existing practice, have been brought to the notice of 
the committee. Having regard to the uncertainty thus created, your com- 
mittee are urging the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom to 
obtain a circular of indemnity from the Inland Revenue Authorities in 
respect of past deeds, and a declaration that the existing practice will be 
followed in the future. 
Land Transfer Biil.— Immediately prior to the late General Election the 
committee communicated to bs local lager yon | candidates the 
society against the principle of compulsion proposed b: 
the Bill, and received from several replies in haomeny with the prow 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

The Hon. Furpezick Cusnies Moncurerr, barrister-at-law, has been 
@ Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the colony of Mauritius. 
udge Garzs, Q.C., has been elected Master of the Library of the Inner 
im succession to Mr. Waddy, Q.C. 

_ Mr. Bropmz, Q-C., has been elected Master of the Library of Lincoln’s- 
Imm, in succession to Mr. Pember, Q.C. 
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’ GENERAL. 
Both judges of the Divorce Court, says the Daily News, are for the 
mt in the bands ot the portrait painter. Mr. Justice Gorell Barnes 
sitting to Mr. Liewellyn for a full length, robed and wigged, while Pro- 
lessor Herkomer has made good progress with his likences of the Presi- 
_In this piece 2 welcome novelty is to be given to the judicial 
The wig is to be treated more as an emblem than as a covering. 
has as often been 2 hindrance to the painter asa help. For, though of 
one famous lewyer it was eaid that no man ever was so wise as he looked 
im his wig, still, all judges have not got the Thurlow type of head, and 
scmetimes the portrait necessarily gains more in characterization and in 
resemblance by shewing the upper part of the head than in covering it 
up. Professor Herkomer bas not, indeed, omitted, but has rather sup- 
pressed, the wig. It lies om the table by the judge, who is robed, but 
Bot im ecarict. 
It ie announced that Mr. Justice Hawkins will act as Christmas Vaca- 
4 from Monday, the 24rd, until Tuceday, the 31st inst., inclusive, 
be im attendance at Queen’s Kench Judges’ Chambers to bear 
2nd summonses on Friday, the Zith inst. Mr. Justice 
be the Vacation Judge from Wednesday, the Ist, until 
16th of January, inclusive, and he will sit in chambers on 


2 
2 


Filey, QC., M_P., will be entertained by the members of 
Kadern Circuit ot « complimentary dinner in the Middle 
Hz om Wednesizy, Lecember 14, in celebration of his recent 
ae Bolicttor-General. 
Justice Lopes bas been sheent from Court of Appeal No. 1 in 
mayest A en whee A \umbago. 
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Wears 16 wresuise Hover Poucusewes smn Lacnens.—Belore pur- 
a & haus, have the Maultery Arrangements thoroughly 

by om from The Ganitary Ungineering Co. (Carter Eros.), 

G, Viewtin- tact, Wetminder. Yo tor « London house, 2 guineas ; 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURK. 


Rora or Registrars 1s ATTEYDANCE ON 





Date Appa Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Monday, Dec. .............+..+. 9 Mr. jLavie Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton 
 & See D Pugh ard 
Wednesday ll Lavie Beal Pemberton 
ane i Pugh Ward 
i Lavie Beal Pemberton 
Carrington Pugh Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
StTreuine. KExKEwIOg. Romer. 
Mr. Clowes Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
es Jackson Godfrey t 
Wednesda: Clowes Leach Farmer 
Thursday . Jackson Godfrey Rolt 
Friday .... Clowes Leach Farmer 
Saturday nannies Jack Godfrey Rolt 














WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Fauipay, Nov. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luourep 1x CHANCERY. 

Lanpore Copper Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John William 
ae Leadenhall bldgs, Leadenhall st. Wilson & Co, Copthall bldgs, solors to 

iquidator 

Lovaas Corton Broxenrs’ Trust Funp, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Peter Brown, Brown’s bldgs, Liverpool. Batesons & Co, solors for liquidator 

Pickerine Brock anp Hoist Co, Lumrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 28, to 

i and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert 
8. Riant, Copthall avenue 


Srmman Brotruers, Limrrep—Creditors are uired, on or before Jan 1, to send their 
names and ad and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Hargreave, 
37, Waterloo st, Birmingham, solor, liquidator 

County Pauativge or Lancaster. 
Loarep 1n CHANCERY. 

Loxeriztp Corton Spixyine Co, Lunrep—Petn for winding wD presented Nov 27, 
directed to be heard at St George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Monday, Dec 9. Wrigley & Co, 
11, Clegg st, Oldham, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed 
not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 7 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
City axp Susugspay Murvat Loan anp Investuent Soorzty, Luwrep, 246, Cauiberwell 
rd, 8.E. Nov 23 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep 1x CHANCERY. 

Giaxamuan Tin Pirate Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the i of their debts or claims, to Daniel Harris, 
Sunny Bank, Glanamman, en. Slater, Swansea, solor for liquidator 

Hemp Yaew anv ConpaGe Co, Liamitep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 29, directed 
to be heard on Dec 11. Madisons, 1, King’s Arms yd, solors for petnrs. Notice of 
sqpeusing ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

210 

Kercuav (Pauayc) Conporation, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Wed- 
nesday, Jan 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William ick Garland, 6, Queen st pl. Francis & Johnson, 26, Austin 
Friars, solors for liquidator ¢ : 

Muysow Syxpicatz, Limirep.—Creditors are required on or before Dec 10, to send their 
names and and the particulars of their debts, claims, or demands, to Mr W 

H Seneen Saad 14, Basinghall st. Lumley & Lumley, solrs for the liquidr, 15, Old 


J rs 

New Tesseee Cotuiery, Limrrep.—Ptn for winding up, presented Nov 30, directed to 
be heard Dec 11. F J & GJ Braikenbridge, 16, Bartlett's bldgs, agents for Small & 
Talbot, Burton ayes Sees, solrs for the petars. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not than six o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 10. 

Siumez & Jacx Deer, Limirep (iw Liquipatrion)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 6, to their names , together with full iculars of their debts 
or claims, to E. Phillips, 16, George st, ion House, illiams & Neville, Old 
Broad #, solors for the liquidator. 

“ BrocerigLp” Srzausuir Co, Lamrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to 

i F ng mg of their debts or claims, to Messrs. 
is Wallis, Mercantile chmbrs, Newcastle-upon- 

. Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle-upon-' , solors to the liquidators 

Unsiow Newsraren Co, Liniren—Creditors are req d, on or before Jan 1, to send their 
names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Bernard 
Joseph Parker, St Michael’s Rectory, Cornhill. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Bourn Kznt Waren Co.—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 29, directed to be heard 
Dec 11. Bannister & nolds, 60, Basinghall st, Solicitor for petnrs. Notice of 
opbesring must reach the ve-named not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of the 

ptt) 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Compe Baint Davip Axcient Oxpen ov Fouewrens, Wheataheaf Inn, 8t Mary's, Brecon 
ovis 
Busuan’s Puienviy Booiwry, White Bwan Inn, Bouth Quay, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, 


Nov @ 
Or. Luxe’s Fatusviy Bociwry, &t. James’ Bchoolroom, 6 James’ rd, Liverpool Nov 23 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 
UNDEK ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Lawre Day ow Ovam, 
London Gasette,--Tumapay, Mov. 10. 
Jouxe, Huon Evan, Fourcroses, Veutiniog, Merioneth, Motel Keeper Dec 7 
Vilia, Marling, J = Jones, Vortinadoc 
Wire, Kiszeewrn Canorine, Caweton, fandown, I W 
Mirling, J Oliver, Finsbury pavement 


Lonton Gaseller~Waivar, Mov, 24. 


Jones ¥ 


Dec 16 Salmon v Morgan, 





country vy sxremgpasent, adidas 1216.)—[Avvt. ’ 





Aiiss, Jonn, Kam Benhzes, Gerke Deols Allin y Allin, fitirling, J Jotoham, Wantage 





Avizy, Hens! 
AsupeRry, PE 

zy, HEN! 
_— fordwes 


_ Benriey, Ha 


BLEASDALE, | 
Accring 
Brockett, Et 
Brown, Hent 
Brows, Riou. 
mingha 


Burats, Ex1z. 
Busse, § 


Carriiper, L 
CaswELL, Ex 
Cunsraax, J 
“i 
ComERFORD, / 
Exxay, SAL’ 
Evert, Esta 
Ganon, JANE 
Gorrox, STE" 
Leveson-Gov 

Co, Gre 
Hastiey, Jo 
Hazzis, Hex 


Hetuis, Ros’ 
lane, I 
Hext, Susan 


Hogy, Jouy 
A Hee 


Hovstox, M 


Jacxsoy, T' 

Richm 
Keur, Gror 
Kine, Gror 
Lamuier, P1 

Sunde 
Mvuspay, Mi 

Portsn 
Neat, Wii 
Oupnam, Ms 
Pow, He 
Rosson, F 
Seaton, Sax 
Saws, Ep: 
Sraatiey, F 
Sars, Hew 
Sars, Hew 
Sura, Txo» 
Swrrs, Cua 
SreraEnson 
Taarr, Canc 
Taxvor, Rt 


Wane, Jose 
Waan, Cua: 
Waave, Ep: 
Wasser, 7 


Wassren, — 
Strati 


Acros, Ma 
Bayes, Hy 
Boperr, W 
Corson, W1 
Dawsiney, 
Daaxe, Ma 
Braxs, Ant 
Poasss, Jo: 
Paseuan, } 

Hous 
Garvey, M 
Haapy, W: 
Haawow, M 
Haaruenm 
Bur, Gua 

st, W 
Raxpm anor 
ay 
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Estuer, Grange-over-Sands, Lancs Dec27 Alexander v Radeliffe, Registrar 
BABYS, rerpool’ Bheam, Milnthorpe ” . 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Nov. 22. 
Avis, Hensert Gzonce, Hanley, Staffs, Gold Merchant Dec 21 Arnold, Hanley 
Asuperry, Puruip, Sheffield, Manufacturer Jan 11 Henry & Alfred Maxfield, Sheffield 
B uszex, HExey, Llanunda, Pembroke, Grocer Dec 31 Eaton-Evans & Williams, Haver- 


01 
_ Bewtiey, Hannan, Chetwynd end, nr Newport, Salop Dec18 Heane, Newport 
BueasDaLe, Ricwarp, Lancaster, Farm Labourer Dec 28 Haworth & Broughton, 


Brockett, Evizasets, Willingale Spain, Essex Jan1 Dawes, Rye, Sussex 
Browy, Henry, Ifield, Sussex, Corn Merchant Jan1 Coole, Horsham 
Bzown, RicHarp, Edgbaston, Omnibus Proprietor Dec 16 Fallows & Cochrane, Bir- 


Burats, Ex1za, Boscombe Dec 31 Blandy & Blandy, Reading 
Bussaiwce, StepHey, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Hotel Proprietor Dec 31 Hollinshead, Tuns- 


Cantiiper, Davin, Talke, Stafford, Grocer Dec 19 Sherratt & Nelson, Kidsgrove 

CaswktL, Eten, Kelby, Lincoln Dec 24 Jessopp & Co, Sleaford 

CurETHAM, Joun, Hyde, Chester, Hat Manufacturer Jan 25 Hibbert & Westbrook, 
Bi 


Guuses, Eamey, Mildmay park, Islington Dec 30 Andrew & Co, Gt James’s st, Bed- 
row 


ComznrorD, ALEXANDER, Hoole, Chester, Corn Broker Dec 21 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
Exxay, Satty, Hamburg, Merchant Dec 31 Goldberg & Co, West St, Finsbury circus 
Evert, Estoen Mantua, Stapleton, Glos Jani Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Gaon, Janz, Chester Dec 30 Gamon & Co, Chester 

Gorton, Srzwart, Throgmorton st, Stock Broker Dec 20 Morley & Co, Old Broad st 1 


ee oe aw Le Wiii1aM Gresnam, Titsey pl, Surrey, Esq Dec 31 Evans & 
s inn 
Hagrtiey, Joun, Old ‘Zecstagton, Lancs, Block Printer Dec 23 Sprake, Accrington 


Hanznis, Henny, Edgbaston, Jeweller Decl Davis, Birmingham 


Suan, 3 Ronen, Lewisham Pk, Lewisham, Photographer Mar1 Chorlton, St Swithin’s 
e, 
Hext, Susanna NicHouts, Plymouth Dec 31 - Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 


Horn, Jonn Watton, Crackenthorpe, nr Appleby, Westmrid, Yeoman Nov30 E&E 
A Heelis, Appleby 
Hovsroy, Manrraa, Chester Dec 24 Gamon & Co, Chester 


Brvammos, Witu1am Netson, Eastbourne Dec3l Rooker & Bazeley, Bideford, N 
von 
Jacxsox, Tuomas Spencer, Richmond, Surrey, Esq Dec 28 Smith & Burrell, 


ond 
Keur, Gzoras, Woolley Moor, Derby, Farmer Jan 31 Gratton, Chesterfield 
Kuixe, Gzrorer, Mayfield, Sussex, Draper and Grocer Dec 24 Sprott & Sons, Mayfield 
eas ~ Faporat, South Hetton, Durham, Grocer Dec 21 Trewhitt & Robson, 


Muxpay, Mary, and Wiitiam Mounpay, Petersfield Hants Dec 20 Hyde & Hobbs 


Neat, arg Cambridge, Butcher Dec 28 Ellison & Co, Cambridge 
Oupuam, Marcaret Annz, Worcester Dec 31 Tarleton & Butlin, Birmingham 
Pows., Henry, Scarborough, Gent Jan1 Holtby & Proctor, York 

Rosrysoy, Frances, Chorlton upon Medlock Dec19 Russell, Bolton 

Seaton, Saran, Camden Town Dec 19 Roscoe & Hincks, Christopher st, E C 
Sewe.1, Epmunp, Nottingham, Fruit Merchant Dec 21 Clifton, Nottingham 
Sraatiey, Francis, Edward rd, Hampton hill Dec 23 Wells & Son, Paternoster row 
Sux, Henry, Bootham, York Dec 20 Sutcliffe & Sutcliffe, Bridlington 

Surru, Henry, Manchester, Stockbroker Dec 31 Blears, Manchester 

Sura, Taomas, Claughton, nr Garstang, Lancs, Hay Dealer Dec 23 Clarke, Preston 
Sura, Cuartes Tuomas, Liverpool, Gent Dec 23 Bell, Liverpool 

Sraruenson, Frepeaick, Cheltenham, Gent Jan 20 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 
Taarr, Canonine, Bedford Dec3 Whyley & Piper, Bedford 

poate, Te Hon Artuur Epwin Banon, Brynkinalt, Denbigh Dec 1 


rge 
Wane, Josern, Lincoln, Farmer Dec 24 Jessopp & Co, Sleaford 
Wann, Cuartorre Exiza, Prescot, Lancs Jan 10 Banks & Co, Liverpool 
Wanye, Epwunp, Soho sq, Gent Dec19 Skewes & Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Wessrer, Tuomas, Goole, Yorks, Bookkeeper Nov 2S Everatt & Silvester, Goole 
Wessrer, Witiiam, Potters Northampton, Yeoman Jan 11 Parrott, Stony 
Stratford, Bucks —_ ~ 


London Gasette—Turspay, Noy. 26. 
Acrox, Mary, Halme, Lancs Deo 24 Lea, Manchester 
Baayes, Hannan, Old Trafford, Manchester Dec 20 Sampson & Price, Manchester 
Bovorr, Wit11AM, Isle of Ely, Cambridge, Yeoman Deo 21 Ollani, March 
Couson, Witi1am, Winchester, Coal Merchant Deo 31 Bailey & White, Winchester 
Dawoivey, Epwarp Sunnie, Roser Dominica Dec’3 Shepheards, Finsbury cireus, EC 


mum, Many Exizanern Tyawurrr, Elm Pk grins, Sth Kensington Deo 31 Ingram 
& Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Bvaxs, Anr nun Leweiiyn, Hawarden, Flint, Surgeon Deo 18 Walker & Co, Chester 


Beasea, Jonas Berouvasn Mowenstle upon Tyne, Riding Master Declé Shortt & Fen- 
, Ne je on 

Samar, ¥ Fanny, Park tow, Thames Ditton Jan 8 Ragar, Geonge st, Mansion 
Gaurrey, Many Manta, Clifton, Bristol Deo 21 Meade-King & Bigg, Bristol 

Baapy, Wintiam, Kingston upon Hull Deol4 Chatham & Son, Hull 

Hanvow, Manianwn, Clapham road, Clapham Deo a1 Ruck, Craven at, WC 
Hearusnimoron, Joun, Beamish Flint Hill, Durham Deo 18 Richantson, Ne woastle 


tas, Baaniae Jounwon,, Holland Park, Kensington Deo a1 Lithgow, Wimpole 


Semeanon, Mutsaueru, Darlington, Durham Deo 81 Lucas & Co, Dartington 
Hoax, Ozanne Farpanion, Hilden, Beckenham Deo a1 Hores & Pattivson, Lincoln's 





Currey & Co, Gt 





Meson, Qos Ene, agente, Sagem Dec 31 Griffith, St Bride’s avenue 


Jupsox, Rossrr, Keighley, York, Joiner Jan4 WNaylor, Keighley 

Law, Janz Mania, Margate Dee 31 Boys, Margate 

Morcay, Henny, Lower Pontnewydd, Mon Dec21 Ward & Co, Newport 

Gavan, Siege, Attn ents gen, Seapy Dec 24 Gartside & Robinson, Ashton 


yne 
Pearse, ALeExanpeR Samvet, Exeter, Registrar of Births and Deaths "Dec5 [Friend & 


pesniun Wali Sheffield Jan 6 Irons, Sheffield 

Rosrxsoy, CoanLes Wri1am, Sheffield, Surgeon Dec 23 Wilson, Sheffield 1% 
Rusatox, Witt14m Hewry, Oaken Gates, Salop, Gent Dee 25 Leake, Shifnal 
Soncuvurst, Marta, Billingshurst, Sussex Dee 25 Cotching, Horsham 

Srroum, Epwanrp, Pimlico rd, Butcher Dec 31 Fox, St Mary’s sq 

Tayior, Jour Tuomas, Exeter, Gent Jan22 Pope, Exeter 

Tepstone, Rosgrt Gzorez, Birmingham, Gent Dee 31 C Upfill Jagger, Birmingham 
n> —~pimumnbeteees Chester, Calico Printer Dec 31 Sale & Co, Man- 


¢ 
Tuomas, Owen, Anfield, Liverpool, Estate Agent Jani Stephenson, Liverpoo! 
Tomas, Tazresz, Harwood rd, Fulham Dec2i Oscar Walker, Mitre court, Temple 


Vavueuax, the Rev Cuantes Lyxpavest, Christchurch, 8t Leonards on Sea Jani 
Palmer & Co, Trafalgar sq 
eR Lucy, Edgbaston Dee 22 Balden & Son, Birmingham 


Wiiu14ms, Ricnarp, Cinderford, Glos, Auctioneer Dec 31 Bradstock, Cinderford 
London Gaszette.—Fuivar, Nov. 29. 

Amos, Tuomas, Bexley Heath, Kent, Gent Jan1 Wootton & Son, Finsbury cireus, E C 

Baxrorp, Taomas Epwarp, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Farmer Dec 31 Yonge, Worcester 

Bett, Puese, Choriton upon Medlock Jan8 Claye &Son, Manchester 

Burroy, Leonase > Watzam, Burton on Trent, Physician Dec 20 Taylor & Wheatcroft, 


ee i. ee Jan 27 Rooke & Coker, Bath 
Caswett, Saran Axx, Sparkbrook, Worcestershire Dec 23 Chinn, Birmingham 
Cores, Hewry sad Moutervs Lz, Redcliffe sq, Sth Kensington Dee 31 Druces & 


ttlee. 
Gussaes, Reorxazy Text, Stafford ter, Kensington, Lieut Col retired Dee 20 Tucker 


Curr, Wicstus, Lentils Aston, Warwickshire, Gunsmith Dee3i Chinn, Birmingham 
Corson, Joux, Beechwood, nr Winchester Dee 31 FI & J C Warner, Winchester 
Cooxe, Tuomas ALExawpeER, Polstead, Suffolk Dee 31 Ffennell & Newman, Hadleigh 
Cork, Etsy, Bolton Jan15 R& F H Taylor, Bolton 

Crooxsnank, Katsenrve Nowa Fosxergav, Dublin Jan 15 Corbold, Ipswich 

Davxes, Hassan Louisa, Westmorland rd, Bayswater Dee 31 Blount & Co, Arundel 


st, Strand 
Domieax, Aws, Battersea Park rd Nov 23 Peachey, Salisbury sq, Fleet st 
Douxx, Warps, St Leonard’s on Sea Dec 20 Young, Son, & Coles, Hastings 
Envesa.ey, Jonx, Liverpool Dee 30 Quiggin & Bros, Liverpool 
Evamy, aces sq, Bayswater Dee 31 Bowman & Crawiley-Boevey, Bedford 
row, : 
Fox, Joux Extrorr, 7, BARRE Rr ro Jan? Roweliffe & 


row. 
Fry, Witurax, East Sussex, Farmer Jan 1 Head & Sons, Bast Grinstead 


mew 8 Angee, Amhurst ri, Stoke Newington, Geat Dee 31 Sanderson 
Gairrix, Jonxy Wooiiaeap, Wingrave, Bucks, Farmer Dee 25 Heley, Wing, Leighton 
Hartanp, Saran, Robin Hood’s Bay, York Dee 2S Buchanan & Sons, Whitby 
Homes, Evrzasera, York Jani Gilberthorpe, York 

Hopkins, Jonx Crowzer, Acton, Gent Jan 15 Pilley Bedford row 

Jurrreys, Maervs, Unt, Muhesked, Stine Mag Euguin Jan 1 
Jounson, Exrza, Cambridge Dee 30 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Kern, Joux, Stewkley, Bucks, Dealer Janil4 Calcott, Leighton Buzzard 

Laxs, Taomuas Haxcocs, Woolongong, NS W Dee2? Matthews, Torrington, Deven 
Lams, Sanan, Campton, Beds Dee 31 Wade & Co, Shefford, RSO 

Law, Jane Mania, Margate Dee3l Boys, Margate 

Lasagugn, Breer, Alene of, Sth Hampstead, Financier Dee 3 Ramell & Am- 


holz, Gt Winchester st, E C 
Laren, Wittiam, St Leonard’s on Sea, Gent Dee 30 Meadows & Co, Hastings 


Lrxvo, Wru1ax, Brighton, Stone Dealer Dee 31 Morley & Co, ON Broad st 

Lixpsay, Witt, Stratford upon Avon Jan? Slatter & Co, Stratford upon Avon 

Lirriewoop, Marruew, South Yarra, Melbourne, Australia, Mimer Dee) Baler & 

—_ i. oe Jan 15 Masters & Rogers, Liverpool 

Mrroug.i, Groner, Madron, Cornwall Dee 31 Trythall & Boddilly, Pensance 

Mozuay, Rronanp, Sutton on Treat, Farmer Jan $ Hodgkinson, Newark on Treat 

Nessrrt, Joux, Manchester, Physician Dee 10 Pickstome & Jones, Radoliife Bridge, 

ara, Say, Muswell rd, Hornsey Dee St Bowman & Crawlep-Boerey, Bedford 

Owsx, Many, Llandudno Jan Numa, Colwyn Bay, N Wales 

Pacua, gS Pareieny Comet Lavistavs Koscuan Koserstsx: Sarea, Sobless Bertoldstem 
® Norton & Oy ON Brad 

Pauuaa, Aurarp Winias, Gee Mile Dee Xt Langley-Saalth, Goavester 

Params, Sergey Seheke Rpeihaden Wye tet Jani J & BH Gabe 

Puroa, Coaxsuivs, Brox! oe en lerta, Gent Jan Si Spence & Og, Hertford 

Puioa, Bana, Broxbourne, Herts Jaa at Speace & Co, Hertford 

Py, Many Axx, Ventnor, W Dee % Skewee-Cox & Oo, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Rarnen, Cuanurs Hexny Deo) Ricands & Qo, Crown court, QA Reed & 

Saxvaman, Davin Geonea, Peoadilly Dee Rickards @Q, Qrown court, Otd Broad & 

Suvrreawoara, Many, Tyldesley, Lames Jan ts BR & FH Taylon, Bolte 

Guana, Avquerve Auzann, Charing Gres Mintel, Hing WD 2 Cowtheret & Van Sceamen, 
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Srraz, Hexry, Bradford, Tailor Dec 31 Rhodes, Bradford 

Syze, Acyzs, Fornham All Saints, Suffolk Jan 15 Corbold & Co., Ipswich 

Tasor, Grorcr, Petherton rd, Canonbury, Oyster Merchant Dec 28 Russell & Arnholz, 
Gt Winchester st 

TrwreRiey, Avice, Altrincham Dec 31 Welford, Manchester 

Se James, Wymondham, Norfolk, Jockey Jan 1 

Sinem Bensamix, Birmingham, Gent Dec 3i Chinn, Birmingham 

Whip, Hesrr, Gorton, Lanes, Carpenter Dec28 Preston & Son, Manchester 

Carlisle & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s 

ieme, Avyste, Blackburn Dec28 Preston & Son, Manchester 


Wisruax, Ays Howanrp, Addington rd, Bow Dec 31 


Londen Gazette.—Tvuzspay, Dec 3. 
ApPLerakD, Grorcs, New Clee, Gt Grimsby, Butcher Dec30 White, Gt Grimsby 
Bayxs, Exmty Ass, Belvedere rd, Sth Norwood Jan 14 Bolton & Co, Temple grdns, EC 
Bawr, Gsorce Mackenzie, King Henry’s rd, Sth Hampstead Jan4 Uliver & Co, Liver- 


Jan1 Edgeombe & Co, Southsea 
a Fa Kingston rd, Hampton Wick, Gent Jan 17 
c 


Bewyuax, Lovisa Jaye, Portsea, Hants 


ewry, 


Bopesuam, Ewtty Setrya, Yeovil, Somerset Jané HS &8 Watts, Yeovil 
Brooks, Wiii1am Rosset, Albert rd, Regent’s Park, Solicitor 
Cornhill 


Boeruze, Epwrs, Tettenhall, Staffs Dec 31 Manby & Son, Wolverhampton 

Crarx, Extzs Lovisa Witnetursa, Plympton, Devon Janii Gill, Devonport 
Cocxsnoor, Joszru, Manchester, Coachbuilder Jan16 Sale & Co, Manchester 
Couzs, Atrzzp, Bryanston sq, Esq Dec 20 Dawes & Sons, Angel court 

Crowther, Manchester 
Gabb & Walford, Abergavenny 
Drcerss, Tomas, Oatlands Pk, Surrey,Esq JanS Taylor & Co, Manchester 


Crawrorp, Ancureatp, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Gent Jan 7 


Ceawsnar, Liza Exiza, Oaklands Pk, Glos Dec 16 


Duersort, Hassaz, Leeds Dec 31 Bowling & Son, Leeds 
Epvzss, Erzayoz, St John’s, 


Perueestoseaves, Feasces Briiock, Uppark, Sussex Jan 31 
sq 

Fox, Exizasgtz, Gt Yarmouth, Licensed Victualler Jan6é Ayers, Gt Yarmouth 

Fox, Rzzecca, Catford Dec3l Burgess & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

Ashley gdns, Westminster Dec 24 Todd, York bldgs, 


Adeiphi 
Gazes, Erczs, Lonsdale sq, Barnsbury Jan10 Whites & Co, Budge row 
Gsrrros, Wiit14x, Covenlawn, Wolverhampton Dec 31 Greensill, Wolverhampton 


Prouz, Jasz Mazios Exrzayor, 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
iondom Gazetie.—Fuwar, Nov. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atexaspgz, Eowaszp Bazsazp, Hastings, 
High Court Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov % 
Beeozz, Aztrare J, Maidenhead Windsor 


Tobacconist 
Pet Nov 1 
Neath Pet 





z 
Davms, Ausce, Blackburn, Smallware Dealer Blackburn 
Pa Nov 13 Ord Nowe 
Deusre, Loaz, Woolston, nr Warrington, Farmer War- 
maguwea Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov % 


Eowszss, Grozsez Wrrares, Ehayader, Innkeeper New- 
town Pet NovZ Ord Nova 
Guiisemam, Gorse Wiitisu, Piddletrenthide, Dorset- 
Saddler Dorchester Pt Nov Ord Nov % 
Gaares, Fezoezwca, Cardiff, Greengrocer Cardiff Pet 
Nor Ori Nor & 


Grat, Wittisn, Kingston upon Hall, Draper Kingston 
upon Hall Pat Nov Ord Nov 72 
Gunman, Grosser, Long Marston, Herts, Carpenter Ayle- 


bary Pat Nore Ord Nor 

Huazacs, Pan Azeot, Wrexham, Coal Agent Wrexham 
Pe Neovz Ori Now 7 

Hawuzs, Tacomas Groect, Topaz at, Lambeth, Checse- 
moager High Court Pet Novi Ord Nov @ 

Hatros, Peascos Acocercs, Bradford, Yorks, Enamel 
Letter Dealer Eradiond PA Nov % Ord Now Zi 

Hoeoat, Jamza Bceccan, Worcester, Wire Worker Wor- 
cmt Pao OriNor Be 

Howree, Tacuss, S-artorcagh, Fisherman Scarborcugh 
Pastore Orisor w& 

Isoamecce, Hacer Maeris, - Trent, Grocer 
Soke apm Tree Pet ots yea Sor BG 

Sesuces, Dave, VYetrad ples I y in Tailor Ponty- 

PaSor® Ori Sore 

Sous, Writan, Tomypandy, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 

Pastore Ori Sore 


Sosta, Bern nze, Corwen, Mericmethalire, Railway Brakes 
meas Wreertem Pe Nor Ord tor GB 

Koso, Mowros 3, 1h Woltort, Eee, Eeilde High 
Comet Pett Ori bor Zi 

Kowsara, Sveevrn, Weteriat ri, S$ Zz 
Raker’s Massage High (oor ‘ond 
jon @ 

Macevs, Rowss, Uipde v4, Hoxton, Artificial Floriet High 
Cm rato es Gila e 

Muxswet, Bexwoeer Cxnarowrnes, Rooting, lnapotor of 
Cite eating PAN Se OMe BS 

Mesee, Bexoers, BE a, Poplar, tort Mawotactares 
igh art Fe Bor iz Ora Bor 7 

Mewes, Weassse Tacuse, Pill Mares, % CO 
Wish Salesman High Covert Pe Bors Ori Bo 7 

Bevaeste,  Dimptan, Aetendann, Latin, Manager Ash 
tmounterigqne Ve Rare Ori Bore 

Pesses, Jamas, Wrahtond, ¥rat telemman § Erehtoed 
Yaka nh Bon & 


Camterweil, 
Pa Bor @ 





Newfoundand Feb3 Eastwood & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Epess, Jons, St John’s, Newfoundland Feb3 Eastwood & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields | 
Epess, Tzomas, St John’s Newfoundland Feb3 Eastwood & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


ictoria 


Tate, Leadenhall 


Bucking’ 


ingham 


Lindsay & Co, 





Dec 28 Thomsons & Co, 


Coe, Hart st, Blooms- 


ro’ 








Pett, Pamir, Mile End rd, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Piscuis, Atreep James, Bishopsgate st Without, Insur- 
ance Agent th Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Atrezep Viycest, Balham, Surrey, Printer 
Wandsworth Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


Pirmas, 
Rosszr, Exiza Aoxes, Newport, 2 Confectioner New- 
port Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 
Sheffield 


Saxspers, Lovisa, Mexborough, Yorks, Joiner 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Scuouey, Jons pape eee, Fruiterer Wakefield 
Pet Nov 77 Ord Nov 27 

Stpwzi., Fezperice Caaries, Leicester, Boot Manufac- 
tarer Leicester Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


Srtza, Hexer, Crewe, Furniture Dealer Nantwich Pet 
Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Txoxursos, Wiiitam, Gainsborough, Licensed Victualler 


Lincoln Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Toop, Joseru, Malton, Yorks, Coachbuilder Scarborough 
Pet Nov % Ord Nov 2% 

Warrace, Witttam Hesny, South Shields, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Waavcer, Ricuagn, Blackburn, Cycle Factor Blackburn 
Pet Nov1l Ord Nov 25 

Wuarri«s, Gzonaz, Barton, Staffs, Coal Merchant 
tonon Trent Pet Nov 2% Ord Nov 2% 

Waisais, Cuazntes Feepericx, Gt Yarmouth, Cabdriver 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Wairrisonan, Bexsauis, Smethwick, Staffs,Grocer West 
Bromwich Pet Nov 2% Ord Nov 25 

Wiistams, Jonx Ezouasca, Lianelly, Grocer Carmarthen 
Pea Nov% Ord Nov & 


Bur- 





Hac, Jouy, Lindley, Huddersfield, Solicitor Jan11 Haigh & Son, Huddersfield 
Have, James Ts mend Junior United Service Club, W Dec 31 King & Co, Quegg 


Hespex, Epwakp Hoprssr, Scarborough, Gent Dec 20 Bedwell, Scarborough 

Herve, Saran Anne, Gt Yarmouth Jan 31 Ellen & Holt,Gt Yarmouth 

Heron, Mary Jaye, Everton, Liverpool Jan1 Evans & Co, Liverpool 

ae > a Hopesox, Summerville, Bradford, Machine Maker Feb 1 Wade &0p, 


0! 
Hopeson, Wii114m, Ellel, Lancs, Farmer Dec 21 Saul, Lancaster 

Hotiiseworrts, THomas, Oldham, Gent Dec 31 Marland, Oldham 
Hour, Ricnarp Heap, Grendon Underwood, Bucks, Farmer Dec 14 


Hearn & Hearn, 


Hvpsox, Pons Cuaxgues, Buckingham, Bank Manager Dec1l4 Hearn & Hearn, Buck 


Jounson, JosEPn, Leicester,Gent Jan2 Stevensen & Son, Leicester 

Lerrcx, Rozert, Gt Crosby, Lancs, Master Mariner Jan13 Hill & Co, Liverpool 

Macxintosx, Hueu, York bldgs, Adelphi, Gent Dec 31 Sanderson & Co, Queen Vie. 
tori 


| Moos, iy Caledonian rd, Baker Jan31 Gowing, Finsbury pavement 

| Morrzas, Ricuarp Exuiort, Southport Jan6é Brett & Co, Manchester 

Nowe tt, Joszpu, Bocking, Essex Jan 8 Smoothy, Braintree, Essex 

Ouray, Baer Axywa, Chepstow villas, Bayswater Jan 3 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s im 


PanisH, Cuarues, Sheffield, Fish Dealer Jani4 Porrett, Sheffield 

Payye, Henry Epwarp, Camden rd, Pantomimist Jan8& Layton & Co, Budge row 
Perrys, Samuvet, Pudbury, Bucks, Farmer Dec14 Hearn & Hearn, Buckingham 
Rosinson, Josern Isaac, Stalybridge, Chester, Innkeeper 


bridge 
Rouxo, ELeanor, AnyeE, Birkenhead Dec 21 Killey, Liverpool 


Rowe, James, Bath, Bootmaker Jan30 Pearce, Bath 
SarGent, hie Vanbrugh Park rd, Blackheath, Gent Jan 15 Debenham & Walker, 
i st 


Jan 8 Whitehead, Staly- 


SrrvesTer, Mantua, Buckingham Dec14 Hearn & Hearn, Buckingham 

Srzewperc, Frepericx, Manchester, Merchant Dec 31 Boote & Edgar, Manchester 
Sreixz, Joux, Hastings Jan13 Norris & Spicer, St Leonard’s on Sea 

Townsenp, Emma Mantua, Hyéres, France Dec 31 Iliffe & Co, Bedford row, W C 
Var.ey, Mary, Aylestone Hill, Hereford Jan1 Salomonson & Smith, Manchester 
wa ed Hirst, Bradford, York, Worsted Spinner Dec 31 Mossman & Co, Brad- 


1 
Watnwaicut, Jonny, Ipswich, Wholesale Grocer Dec 31 Jewesson & Meadows, Ipswich 
WHEELER, Tasaes, Sadicih rd, Streatham Common, Gent 


Dec 31 Edwin & Son, 


Waseem, — aed Monrer, Halecliff, Hale, Lancs, Stone Merchant Dec 20 Laces & Co, 
WIruess, —. Englefield Green, nr Staines Dec 25 Meade-King & Bigg, Bristol 


Hopesox, Harner, and Exizaseth McLeop, Leeds, 
Boot Dealers Dec 9 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Hortoy, Witt1am Tuomas, Marquis grove, Canonbury, 
Furrier Dec 9 at 12 Bankruptcy buildings, Carey, 


street 

Incuam, Jesse, Cleetho Lincs, Fish Merchant De7 
at 11 Off Rec, 15, p, «es st, Gt Grimsby 

JeRRAMSs, JOSEPH Watrtoy, Farthinghoe, Northampton, 
Farmer Dec6at 12 Bankruptcy Office, Oxford 

Jones, Tuomas, Trelewis, Gallygaer, Glam, Grocer Dec l0 
at12 65, High st, Merthyr Ty ydfil 

Kirsy, Joseru, Leicester, Butcher Dec 6 at 12.30 Of 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

LANGPIELD, Epwis, Caversham, Oxfordshire, Commercial 
Traveller Dec 10 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
st 

LeatTHerBarnow, Joun, Darlington, Lessee of a Patent 
Dec li at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Maxwe.., Heavert CunisToruer, Reading, Ins ~ ee of 
Cattle Dec6éat3 Bankruptcy Office, Oxfor 

Mepavnsr, Jonn Tuomas, White Hart lane, Tottenham, 
Chain Cable Mercnant Dec9at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Morvatr, Georcz, New inn chmbrs, Wych st, Merchant 
Dec 9 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


| Onxwey, Oriver James, Attleborough, nr Nuneaton, Bake 
Dec 6 


Witsstsotox, Groxon, Bethnal Green rd, Carver High | 


| ee Anruun Jox, Gt Grimsby, Su 


y ng Be Nov 2% Ord Nov % 

EZATEA Lita, Newport, Mon, Grocer Ne’ rt Pet 
Nov 2% Ord Nov 1 ee, 7 

AmendeA Notice substitated for that published in the Lon- | 


don Gazette of Nov 12th :— 
Featnuen, Nicnotas Baier, Dudley Hill, nr Bradford, 
Worsted Spinner Bradtord Pet Oct Ord Nov 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Exsomes, Arrenn Joun, Berwick upon Tweed, Clerk in 
Holy Orders Dee iz at 10.% Off Hee, Pink In, New- 
cate om Tyne 
Besvenaw, Gaonon AgmrTace 
Dect at’ Off Ree 
Recucer, Gunner, 
Hinghas, nr Dever, Varimers 
14, (atte th, Canterbury 
CHAPHAR, Sauna, Hadlow, 
vt aul Uther, 4, Duiley 
ela 
Pusat, Jamea Jenninon, High ot, High Barnet, Clothier 
Det WO at 12 A Temple chsalire, hip avenue 
Hatsewvern, HW, Pa 
Agent, Vee 4 9 at 11 A ae rots ding Carey wt 
Howwnt, dauna Honan, p ceed Mw Worker Deco 
aeuw Off tee, %, Cp “ 


Bank chinbrs, Batley 


Dee 6 at 9 Off 


roa, Tunbridge 








Kent, Grocer Dec 9 at 2.0 | 


at12 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Pirr, BR “as Wednesbury, Grocer 
hee, Walsall 

Rooens, _ WILLIAM WI LiiaMs, 

Chi Dec 6 at 12 Off Rec, 


Dec 10 at 11.30 Of 


Swansea, Analytical 

81, Alexandra rd, 

Swansea 

eon Dec7# 
11.40 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Suont, Seanae Sreruen, Parkstone, Dorset, Archited 
Dec 6 at 12.30 Off Rec " Salisbury 

Suirn, Wactren Karnes, Hitherfield rd, Streatham, Ele 
trical En “ree Dec 6 at 11.30 24, Railway app, 
London 


ridge 
| Tuomas, Witttam, Tenby, Pembrokeshire, Plumber Deté 


Batley, Yorks, Butcher 


Jonum Vaanciws Inonau Mon has’ 








at 2.00 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 
Usvenwoon, Guonox, Wing, Leighton Buzzard, Farme 
Dec 6 at12 Off Kec, St Fuul’s aq, Bedford 
Weems Janus, Blofield, Norfolk, Farmer 
ff hea, 4, K ing at, Norwich 
Wea us, Gxonax, Barton ander Needwood, Staffs, Coal 
Merchant Dec 14 at 11.16 Midland Hutel, Station #, 
Burton on Trent 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Dec 7 at 2% 


A.exanoen, Kowaup Banuwand, Hastings, Tobaccont 
High Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Cawrniia, Cuancns, Brighton High Court Pet Avg 2 
Ora Nov 6 

Con, my Witssam Pavun, Halwell, Devonshire Plymouth 

ot Mept 16 Ord Nov #7 

mn. Joun, Hwansea, Shipemith Mwansea I'et Nov # 

Ord Nov 











Dec. 7 


—— 
— 


Dower, Lux} 
rington P 
Epwakbs, Gero 
town ne 
THER, NIC! 
me varsted 8] 
Gui, JosEPH, 
igh Cour 

ny, GEO 

Pet Nov 25 
JosEPH, § 
= ere Gt G 
Haseris. OHN 
Pet Nov 27 
7ron, Fra: 
a Letter Dea 


LEY, Ricu 
eer I 
‘OBDAY, J AME 
. cester Pe’ 


pason, Ha 
a Boot Deale 
Huster, Tao» 
Pet Nov 2¢ 
IvcameLis, H 
Stoke we 
gnxins. Davi 
7 pridd Pet 
Junnaus, Jos! 
‘arT 
Jou, Witt: 
93 Ord N 


Jonzs, Epwaki 

man Wré 

KowraTH, Jos 
r 


Lewis, Moss, 
0 


High Cout 
Maxwe tt, He 
Cattle Re 
Payye-GaLLw 
Engineer 
Pearson, Jam 
Nov 26 
Pet, Par. 
turer Hi; 
Pitman, ALFR 
Pet Nov 2 
Prrr, Rapa, 
Ord Nov 2 
Pratt, Geor 
Ord Nov 2 
Ruopes, Jose! 
Manchest« 
Scno.ey, Jou 
Pet Nov 2 
Spma, Henry 
Nov27 C 
Teoursox, W 
Lincoln . 
Topp, Josgru., 
Pet Nov 2 
Watiace, W! 
on e 
Watts, Tom, 
Nov § 
Waarrres, G 
ton on Tre 
Warraker, € 
Manager 
Warrtinenay 
Bromwich 
Wriuraus, Jo 
Pet Nov 2 
Wrrarincton 
Court Pe 
Yeares, W111 
Nov 25 ¢ 


J 


Asport, Ros: 
Pet Nov | 
Avraam, Tu 
Nov ( 


Bamavay, Ja: 


Nov $ 
Bavox, Rean 
Court P 
Betuoven, Ji 
Ord I 
Owmaue, Jon 
Ord Nov 
Quwncura, Jc 
® Ord! 
even, Jam 
Wigan | 
Qaakx, Rice 
Pet Nov | 


Gaawsnaw, J 
Pet Nov | 


Leeds, 
rk row, 


ionbury, 
» Carey, 


t Dee7 
am pton, 
rd 

Dec 0 
30 Of 


1 mercial 
Carey 
, Patent 
ugh 

ector of 


tenham, 
y bldgs, 


ferchant 
|, Baker 
30 «(Of 


al ytical 
dra rd, 


Dec 7 
rchiteé 


n, Eles- 
ny app, 


Deté 
Farma 
7 at 2 


fn, Coal 
ition mt, 


acount 
Aug @ 
ymouth 


Now 


Dec. 7, 1895. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 40. £05 








———_— 

Dowsr.t, Luxe, Woolston, nr Warrington, Farmer War- 
gion vwiny A Ord Novae N 
pps, Georce WITHERS, er, eeper New- 

3% Pet Nov 27_ Ord Nov 27 ‘ 

Pearnen, Nicnoras Barrey, Dudley Hill, nr Bradford, 
Worsted Spinner Bradford Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 27 

Gut, JosErH, Castletown rd, West Kensington, Clerk 

igh Court ty oh Ord pg bt iliiny 
y, Georcr, Long m, Carpenter Ayles' 
Cae eet Nov 2 25 Ord-Nov 25 ; 


Guy, Josern, and Arruur Goosemay, Gt Grimsby, Buil- 
ders GtGrimsby Pet Sept 21 Ord Nov 26 

Hasnis, Jonn Appot, Wrexham, Coal Agent Wrexham 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Harroy, Francis ie Bradford, Yorks, Enamel 
Letter Dealer Bradford Pet Nov 2% Ord Nov 27 

Hictey, Ricuarp, Craven , Salop, Steward Leo- 
minster Pet Oct18 Ord Nov 26 

Hospay, James Buresss, _ be dy Wire Worker Wor- 
cester Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Hopeson, Hareret, and Exizasera McLeop, Leeds, 
Boot Dealers Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 26 

Hester, Tuomas, Scarborough, Fisherman Scarborough 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

IncameL_s, Harry Martin, Stoke upon a Grocer 
Stoke upon Trent Pet Nov1l Ord Nov 27 

Jenxiys. Davip, Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, Tailor Ponty- 
pridd Pet Nov26 Ord Nov 26 

Jerrams, JosepH Watton, Farthinghoe, Northampton- 
shire, Farmer Banbury Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 25 

Joux, Witt1aM, Tonypandy, Collier, Pontypridd Pet Nov 
3 Ord Nov 26 

Joxes, Eowarp, Corwen, Merionethshire, Railway Brakes- 
man Wrexham Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

KoyratH, Josepx, Westmoreland rd. Coberedl, Baker’s 

r High Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Lewis, Moss, Brushfield st, Spitalfields High Court Pet 
Novi Ord Nov26 

Macaty, Epwix, Downham rd, eens, Artificial Florist 
High Court Pet Nov 25 ‘Ord Nov 

Maxwe.., Hersert CHristorHER, Reading, * aie of 
Cattle Reading Pet Nov23 Ord Nov 2 

Parse-Gartwey, Wyxpnam Harry, Ilkley, Yorks, 
Engineer Leeds Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 25 

ag James, Bradford, Fruit Salesman Bradford Pet 
Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Pevt, Parr, Sceptre st, Cambridge rd, Boot Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Prruan, ALFRED Vincent, Balham, Printer Wandsworth 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Prrt, Rates, Wednesbury, Grocer Walsall Pet Nov 19 
Ord Nov 20 

Pratt, Georee, Hinckley, Leics Leicester Pet Oct 14 
Ord Nov 20 

Ruopss, Josern, Levenshulme, Lancs, Commission Agent 
Manchester Pet Oct 12 Ord Nov 27 

Scnotey, Joun Tuomas, Wakefield, Fruiterer Wakefield 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Spina, Henry. Crewe, Furniture Dealer Nantwich Pet 
Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Taoupsox, Wituiam, Gainsborough, Licensed Victualler 
Lincoln Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 23 

Topp, JosepH, Malton, York, Coachbuilder Scarborough 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 26 

Wauiace, WILLIAM * nda Sth I Grocer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Nov27 Ord Ni 

Watts, Tom, St Leonard’s on Sea “Rate Pet Nov 4 
Ord Nov 27 

Waarrres, Grorae, Barton, Staffs, Coal \ cee Bur- 
tonon Trent Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 2 

Warraker, Cuartes Wentworrns, Royeen, Lanes, Mill 
Manager Oldham Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 27 

Warrtincuam, Bexyamin, Smethwick, Statfs, Grocer West 
Bromwich Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Wriuams, Jonn Eromanaa, Lianelly, Grocer Carmarthen 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Wirarineton, Groras, Bethnal Green rd, Carver High 
Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Yeates, Wittiam, Newport, Mon, Grocer Newport Pet 
Nov 25 Ord Nov 26 


London Gasetite.—Tursvay, Dec. 3, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Assorr, Rosert, Newmillerdam, Yorks, Miner Wakefield 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Atrnam, Tuomas, Settle, Yorks, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Noy 28 
Bauavay, James Wittiam, Caerleon, Mon, Builder New- 
port, Mon Pet Nov 19 Ord Noy 29 
Ord 


Basxister, Mary, Burnley Burnley 
Nov 28 

Betpixe, Davy Turner, South Creake, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Nov 80 Ord Nov 30 
wert, Avresp Wituiam Ginsox, and Epwarp 
Farrant, Plymouth, Billiard Table Manufacturers 
Plymouth Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
peman, Gerona, Bickington, Devon, Farmer Exeter 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 20 

Bawetanp, Tuomas, Dartford, Provision 
Rochester Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov x 
wines, Henny, Hove, Sanitary a Brighton 
Pet Nov 20 

Bavox, Reaiwatp Prev, Baste heap, Market Clerk High 
Court Pet Novy 88 Ord Nov as 

Betwoven, Josxvn, Halifax, Aaphalter Halifax Pet Noy 
® Ord Nov w 

Gweaue, Joun, Horsham, Baker Pet Nov 29 
Ord Nov 20 

Quvncurs, Jonn Stoney, Sevenoaks Pet Nov 
B® Ord Nov #0 

oven, Jamme Hooron, Orrell, nr Wigan, Boot Dealer 
Wigan Pet Novas Ond Nov ws 

Garces, Ricnany Burien, the elder, Chichester 
Pet Nov 48 Ord Nov a 

Qoxy a James, Shrowsbury, Fish Dealer Shrewsbury 

‘et Nov a) Ord Nov #0 

oo Josnrn, Bearborough, Hairdreaer Scarborough 

ret Nov w Ord Nov w 


Pet Nov 28 


Merchant 


Brighton 


Bridgwater 


Brighton 





Cuz, Ricwarp a, ed Well, Glam, Pontypridd 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Ni 
Sir Witi1au (Knight), Georce Witiiam Davies, 
win Rees Davies, Haverfordwest, Solicitors 
Pembroke Dock Pet Oct 29 Ord Nov 29 
Doe —y ey 4 aie, Draper Blackburn 
‘ov 
— Frank, Biusdell, Lanes, Plumber Liverpool 
Ord Nov 28 
Evans, — Mardy, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 
Em a ay ts, Oxwestry. Sal General Draper 
zRY, Harry Jonny, lop, 
Wrexham Pet Nov 28 Nov 
Fear, Jasper Jamas, St George, Glos, Builder Bristol Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
wen, ¢ Joun Wiuu1am, Norwich, Tailor Norwich Pet Nov 
Ord Nov 29 
eum, Cartes Artuur, Gt Yarmouth, Cycle Agent Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
Gorpoy, Sir Maurice Durr, one Old Broad st, Stock- 
broker Court Pet Ord Nov 29 
Comp, Louis, Fishbourne, nr + Chichester Brighton Pet 
Nov 14_ Ord Nov 28 
GrirritHs, Joux, Salford, Lancs, Beerhouse Keeper Salford 
Pet Nov 27 ‘Ord Nov 29 
Harrison, Ricnarp rena Petersfield, Hamps, Farmer 
Portsmouth Pet Nov 29 
Harvey, Rozert, Berwick upon Tweed, Saddler Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Novi15 Ord Nov 28 
Hitt, Cuarzes, § . Farm L 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28° 
Ho.iineworts, James Bracxsury, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Commission Agent Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 30 
Ord Nov 30 
Howe, Tuomas Hestorz, Budge row,E C High Court 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 29 
Hoyt, Joun, Frome, Somersetshire, Traveller Frome Pet 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Jones, Jonn Beysamin, Caerau, nr Maesteg, Glam, Grocer 
Cardiff Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 28 
Kemp, Vyvyan Percy, Dover, Florist Canterbury Pet 
Nov28 Ord Nov 28 Uphol 


Kyiert, Jouyx, N t 
Nov 27_ Ord Nov 27 

Lampert, Wiitiam Tuomas, Hastings, Accountant Has- 
tings Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Marspen, James, ey Grocer’s Assistant Leeds Pet 
Nov 27 Ord Nov 

Mitier, Mary Pav ae, nee, Tobacconist Preston 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Newton, Dororuy Exizaseta, Sunderland, Lodging 
house Keeper Sunderland Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

NicutTincate, Wituiam Bryant, Swansea, Metal Mer- 
chant Swansea Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

O@peyx, Arvotp, Ashton under Lyne, Market Gardener 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 


Parr, Atrrep, Loughborough rd, Brixton, 8S W, Dealer 
Machinery High Court Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 27 

Pasco, James Frepericx, Upper Tooting, 8 W, Builder 
Wandsworth Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Peskertt, James, and Groner Ayurive, Horsham, Builders 
Brighton Pet Noy 30 Ord Nov 30 

oe nee, Burnley, Carter Burnley Pet Nov 

Puan, , Some Ege, Glam, Haulier Cardiff Pet Nov 


Swansea Pet 





Coventry Pet 





enn, Joux, Westhoughton, Lanes, Provision Dealer 
Bolton Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Sueruerp, Joun Dixon, Pickworth, Rutlandshi 
and Grazier Peterborough Pet Nov 30 

Tuompson, Groner, Skelli: 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Wurrr, Surron & Co, Lordship lane, East Dulwich, Cycle 
Manufacturers High Court Pet Uct 4 Ord Nov 38 

Wirsissox, Lionst, Farnham, Surrey High Court Pet 
Sept3 Ord Nov 21 

Wison, Cuarres, Langle: y- Long Acre, Club Pro- 
prietor High Court t Nov4 Ord Nov 3 

bea ~ Arrep, Halifax, Cart Driver MHalitax Pet Nov 

Ord Nov 30 

Wonee, Epwarp, Middlesborough, Grocer Stockton on 

Tees Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 27 


ire, Farmer 
Ord Nov 30 
orpe, Lincs Lincolo Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auexanper, Epwarp Baryarp, Euston Si, Tobacconist 
Dee 10 at 12 See are Carey 

ALTHAM, a. —_ forks, Grocer Dee 6 atll Of 

Ree, , Bradford 

Py Le he Buzzard, Organ Builder Dee 12 
at 10.30 Court House, Luton 

Brrey, Aanox, Beary, Wiiwiam, and Bexsawis Beray, 
Irlam, Lanes, Brickmakers 10 at 2.90 Ogden's 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Buncoven, Josera, 4alifax, Sane Dee Matli Of 
Reo, Townhail chmbrs, Hal 

Campari, Doxaup Arcumann, Sheffield, Draper Deo 10 
at 2.30 Off Reo, Pigtree In, Shettield 

Carrer, Jeremian, Stone _— oe Dee 18 at 2.30 
or » Newoastle u nder 

CLoven, JAwes Hooros, Orrell, * Wigan, Boot Dealer 
Deo 12 at 1045 Court House, King st, Wigan 

Convey, James, Shrewsbury, Fish Dealer Dee 10 at 2.90 
Off Reo, 42; St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Crawanaw, Joanru, Scarborough, Hairdresser Deo 11 at 
LL Of Reo, 74, Newbore at, Se 

Davia, Anior, b urn, S ware Dealer Deo 11 at 3.90 
County Court house, Blackburn 


) . ansea, SI > 
Davee Joux, Swi hipsmith Deollati2 Town | meuaocem Jecsra, Mah@x, asghaler Maliax Bat Xee 


Swansea 
Dumais, Laxe, Wolston, nr Warrington, Farmer Deo 18 
at 10.43 Court house, U pper Rank at, Warrington 
Ranovry, Rowann (jun), Norton in Hales, Salop, Parmer 
Deo 13 at 8.20 Off Reo, oe under Lyme 
Furnas, i Market Drayton, Salop, Farmer Deo 2 at 
Pe) Hotel, Crewe | 
oun iam Hexary, Stoke Newington ni, Ried 
Manufacturer Deo lat iv Bankruptey Diddy, 








Crawanaw, Je 
i darough 


Harrox, Francis Av 
Dealer Dee 13.at 11 Of Rec, ee ee 


Gzoncz, Topaz st, Lambeth walk, 
Hasrgee Trowas are Pes Liste at 


eet Wituiam, Brockley, Ad 
Dec 10 at 11:30 Beaute app, Lon 


don Bridge, 8 E 
Hoxuicx, Arravur, Harborne, Builder Dee 
13 at11 23, Colmore row, 
Hoeues, , Jane, ig 7 aa Grocer Dec 10at12 Off Ree, 
iverpool 
we, Twowag, Searboroueh, Fisherman Dec 16 at 11 
Off Rec, 74, 
3 On Ree, Net _ bake “upon oo 
J eg) ate Off Rec, Newcastle a 
‘ones, Epwarp, = Brakes- 
Tailor Dec 10 at 3 6, 


Corwen, 
Dee 10 at 11.30 The Priory, 
i a 
Merthyr Tydfil 
pm cerry f Aberdare, Glam, Grocer Dee 11 
at2 65, yr Tydfil 
Joun,, Wateas, Tourpead, Collier Dee 12 at 12 6, 
, Dee 19 at 10.30 
‘ord 


Hesey, 
vasser 


Moulton, 
11.30 Law Courts, New rd, Peter 
Leake, Freprrick Jous, South Woodford, Essex, Port- 
manteau Maker Dee 10 at ll Bankruptey bldgs, 
Carey st 
Lewis, Moss, a ces st, Spitalfields Dee 11 at Il 
Macars, Foret, Dowahaa rd Kingand, Arial Flot 
‘Dee’ 11 at 2.30 bidgs, Carey st 


Nicks, ‘Gouna Rn ae Baker Dec 12 at 
3 


Pratson, Janes, Bradlord orks, Fruit Salesman Der ll 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Seek Panirs, ‘Mile Bad oa Dee 11 
at 12 

re evan a, ined Slater Dec Il ati2 
Off 35, Victoria st, 

Picxerise, Isaac, Dalton in Furness, Boot Maker Dee 10 
at 11.3) 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Prrwax, ALrRep Viscest, Lysias rd, . Printer Dee 

Butcher Decllatill 2, 


12 at 11.30 Sime batcher 
LE, ARTHUR, 
Colmore 
Rape.irrs, Cagistorasr, Grange over Sands, Lanes, Cab 
Proprietor Dee 10 at 11 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


Furness 
Ratras, Jons, Westhoughton, Lanes, Provision Dealer 
Dee 13 at 1l 16, Wood st, Bolton 


— ae Dee 16 at 11 OF 
st, Cardiff 
Agent Dee ll 
at 2.30 Court house, 
os, See ILLIAM, 
Dee 11 at 11.30 24, Railway app, Brndze 
Engine Driver Dee 19 at 12 
Ree, 48, High st, Boston 
Tuompsox, Groner, Skellingthorpe, Lines, Dairyman Dee 
17 at 12.30 Of Rec, 31, ag aie 
Dee 17 at 12 _Receiver’s Offices, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 
Urrusy, Groncs, Leeds, Builder Dee Il at 11 OF Ber, 
22, Park row, 
es & Sons, Seasid ~ std 
Warsiys, James, Shirley, Accountaat 
QGerk Dellathe 33, 


Ree, 29, Queen 

Ssarries, Hever, Blackburn, 
st, Putney, Builder 

Scuver, | honey Digby, 

Of 
Tsompsox, WILLIAx, Licensed Victualler 

Leeds 
a Eastbourne. Bootmaker Dee 19 at 2 
Guha oe SS 

Watts, Tom, St Leonard's on Sea Dec l6atl2 Young & 





Wiuwasws, Wax, Crewe, oe 
Hotel, Crewe 
Wiruaineros, Grores, Bethnal Green ri, Carver Dee 1 
at 2 st 


3.390 
Woon, Cartes TLLIAM, ; 
Victualler Dee 20 at 11.15 "Soa Hotel, Crewe 
Yaytiay, Jossrpa, and Jaues Mowirsox, Baker st, Port- 
man sq, Ladies’ Tailors Dec 11 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bDidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATTIONS. 


Axsport, Roagar, Newmillerdam, Yorks, Mimer Wakedield 
Pet Nov 2 Ord Nor 2 

Avex, Assatow Hexar, Cambri ra, Rethaal Grea 

QoachDuilder High Oouwrt Pet Nor 11 — 

CG, Mane- 


=, 
Goart Pet Awe B® Ont 
Range, Many, Barney Barakey Pet Nor B Oni 
Nov 
—-, Ra Heaesat Bows, Acocentant High 
3 Ori Nov B 
Amos, St aly Bourne, Hamps Sahe- 
SB On oe 
vaxea, STR —e Nerf, Parmer 
Norwich Pet Nor 2 Ord Nor 
Bawwerax, Grores, + Abdo, Parmer 
Rxeter Pet Now @ Ord Nov 


Barxeanrpes, Hanky Boonway, 
facturing Chemist High 
Nov 8 


bua Wien 


Revove, oe 


mae _— 3 F 
Cworomes, Jowx Svoxwey, Highbridge, Someret Bride 
water Pet Now ® Uni Nor ® 
CrarKa, Rrok ano -} —\ Omoheter Baghtas 
Pet Nov wf Ord Nov 
Cyover, Jawes Hooves, Orrell, ar Wigaa, Boot Dealer 
Pet Nor B 


Ond Now Bs 
EN, Waitress San 
Pea Noe a Od Nee be 






















































106 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Dec. 7, 1895, 








Cong, Rrowarp Tromas, Taffs Wells, Glam Pontypridd 

Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Davey, Wittram Hoox, , =n rd, Acton, Engineer 

Bradford Pet Nov2l Ord Nov 28 

Davis, Atice, Blackburn, Smallware Dealer Blackburn 
Nov 12 Ord Nov 28 


Dawsox, Atrrep Wiitam, Blackburn, Draper Blackburn 

Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Dearta, Witi1am Ernram, Leadenhall st, Engineer High 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Nov 28 


Furrrox, Tromwas ALLEy, Ashwell Herts, Miller Cam- 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Nov 27 
Fox, Jonx Writiam, Norwich, Tailor Norwich Pet Nov 
29 Ord Nov 29 


Geseakp, Wiitiam Henry, Ilkeston, Derby, Druggist 
Derby Pet Oct 16 Ord Nov 30 

Gress, Cuantes Anraur, Gt Yarmouth, Cycle Agent Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Grerrnam, Feeperice Wiiiiam Vincent, Aldershot, Lieut 
Guildford Pet Augi12 Ord Nov 28 

Harersox, Ricnarp Fraxycts, ey Hants, 
Portsmouth Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Hawkes, Taomas Gronce, Topaz st, ‘Lambeth walk, Cheese- 
monger High Court Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 29 

Herrox, Gavix Atstox, Camden rd, Veterinary Surgeon 
High Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Nov 29 

Hitt, Cuatres, Swansea, Labourer 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 3 

Hveues, Jaxz, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool 

iv 30 
Oldfield, 


Farmer 


Swansea Pet 
Pet Nov 19 
No 

Hest, Joux, Frome, Somersetshire, Traveller 
Frome Pet Nov 28 ord Nov 28 

Joss, Joux Bexsamutx, Caerau, nr Maesteg, Grocer Car- 
Giff Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 28 

Kewr, Vrvrax Peacr, 
Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Ksicut, Jonx, Nuneaton, Upholsterer Coventry Pet Nov 
7 Ord Nov 27 27 

Lamsser, Wriu1amu Troms, 5 aieatings, Accountant Has- 
tings Pet Nov29 Ord N 

Laaxs, Frepeetcx Jorx, Woodford, rename Maker 


Leeds, Grocer’s. i Leeds 
Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


Pet 
Mepawar, Joszpn, Whitehall a cea Agent 
High Court Pet Aug 27 
Mirize, Mazy Pacturse, Blackpool, Tobacconist Preston 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 30 
Newros, Dororsr Eizasers. Sunderland, toh 
house Keeper Sunderland Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Niestiseatz, Witiram Brrayt, Swansea, Metal Mer- 
chant Swansea Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Norros, Szzastiay, Aldersgate st, - Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Oct 19 Ord Nov 27 
Nerwart, Wmiram, Audenshaw, Lancs, Manager Ash- 
under Lyne Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 29 
Oepzs, Azsotp, Ashton under Lyne, Market Gardener 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
Pasco, James Fexpezics, Trinity rd, Upper Tooting, 
Builder Wandsworth Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 
Pusxert, James, and Gzozcr Arise, waa Builders 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 30 
Butcher Birmingham Pet 


Dover, Florist Canterbury Pet 


Nov 2 Ord Nov 30 
Posrrzz, Roszzr. Whittington, Salop, Seedsman Wrexham 
Pet Nov 6 Ord Nov 3 
. Recess, Burnley, Carter Burnley Pet Nov 
2 Ord Nov 8 
_—, Jous, Bridgend, Glam, Haulier Cardiff Pet Nov 
Ord Nov 2 
ea, Jous, Westhoughton, Lancs, Provision Dealer 
Bolton Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 
Saasrizs, Hazer kburn, Commission Agent Black- 


, Blac 
burn Pet Oct 29 Ord Nov 


Sazrazzs, Joux Drros, Pickworth. Rutland, Parmer 
Pet Nev 3 Ord Nov 20 
Sroazs. Georsz Wruissan, & . = South 
Builder High Court Pet Ord Nov 2% 


Parmer Laton 


Woatcer, Bicsazn, Blackburn, Cyele Factor Blackburn 
Pet Nov Ori Now B 

Waar, Caazies Parpoezice. Gt Yarmouth. Cabdriver 

_Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov @ 


Cartdriver Halifax Pet Nov 1 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Dee. 10.—Meaers. BE. & H Lower, 2t the Mart, 2 Cit 
4, Britton’ s-enart, Fleet-street, including a 19th 
or 1th Contuny C 
Dec. 11 —Mesers. & H Lower, at the Amembiy 
Bameombe, at 2, Freehold Building Land, in lote, 
being portion of the Eosesmbe Manor Estate. 
mouth (see advertisement, Nov. 2, p. 24). 
Dee. 12.—Mesers. Srrusow & Sows, at the Mart, 2t 2, 


‘Bourne- 


at Bora and at 
Dee. 13.—Mecsere. Rsseans & Easos, at the Mart, at 2, 
Freshoid Ensiness in King 


shogn, officen, Premiaes in 
City sce advertinement, Nov. 14, p- 4). 





{OUR THOUSAND POUNDS to £6,000 
Trast Money to be Lent on Prechold or Long 
Seeurities. — Appi. tieulars, to 

Messrs. Mananace, Peaaza, & Co., G , Chaneery- 


lane, WL 
COURT.—A Clerk thoroughly 


full 


REEVES & TURNER, 

LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 
Libraries Valued or Purchased. 

A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
alwayson on Sale. 


100, CHANCERY LANE & CAREY STREET. 


Just published, price 6s., post-free, 5s. 3d. 


EAN’S PARENT and CHILD, GUAR- 
DIAN and WARD (The Law of), and the Rights, 
Duties and Liabilities of Infants, with the Practice of the 
High Court of Justice in Relation Thereto. By R. STORRY 
DEAN, of Gray’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, LL.B. 


Reeves & Turner, 100, Chaneery-tane, W.Cc. 





' ” Fant published, price Ss. 6a., poste free 7s. 6a. 


AMBLING (The LAW of), CIVIL and 
3 CRIMINAL, with Forms. By WARD COLE- 
RIDGE, M.A., HAWKSFORD, B.A., 
Barristers-at-Law. 
Rerv es & Tvrver, 100, Chancery-lane & Carey-street. 





‘eae CYRIL 





Ready this day, “~ Svo, 10s. 6d.; post-free, 9s 


OMYNS’ EXERCISES on ABSTRACTS 

/ of TITLE. Arranged for the use of Law Students 
and Articled Clerks. Fifth Edition, with an Introductory 
Essay on Assurances by H. W. CHALLIS, M.A., > 
Merton College, Oxford, and of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 


REEVES & TURNER, 100, Chancery-lane, London. 


WANTED by a SOLICITOR, a B.A. 
recently admitted, a Clerkship in a Conveyancing 

Office, with a view to Partnership or not.—Address V., 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, London. 





\7 ANTED by the Governors of St. Saviour’s 
Grammor School, to Purchase immediately. an area 
of not less than 40,000 square feet, on the South side of the 
Thames, and within about two miles of the Church of St 
Saviour’s, Southwark.—Adéress with full particulars, to 
Mr. H. Lasestox, 32, Borough High-street. 


RIENT COMPANY’S YACHTING 
CRUISES by the Steamships ‘‘ LUSITANIA,” 
3.877 tons register, and ‘“‘ GARONNE,” 3,876 tons register, 
from Loxspow as under :— 
For TENERIFFE, the WEST INDIA ISLANDS, 
BERMUDA, &c. 
Leaving 15th January, returning 17th March. 
For — JROCCO, SICILY, PALESTINE, and EGYPT. 
ving 20th February, returning 17th April. 
For wrta of SPAIN, —, CONSTANTINOPLE, 


C. 
Leaving 31st March, returning 16th May. 
For SICILY, VENICE, CORFU, ae &c. 
Leaving 22nd April, returning 30 
String band, electric eats SPM, electric ae ey ‘end cold 
baths, high-class 
Managers: F. Green & Co; Anderson, 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 
Por passage apply to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, London, E.C.; or to the West-end Branch Office, 
16, Cockspur-street, 8. 8.W. 


\ ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION.— 


& Co 





Trai all parts. Just added :—The 
King of Spain, Queen of Holland, &c. eg ae 
uperb 


Drawing-room Tableau. Dresses, 
Costumes, Costly Relics, Grand Promenade. ightful 
music all day. Special ment 


‘ew songs, solos, &c. 
opular 


ae. P 
comfort 
N ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
Baker-street Station. —_JABEZ SPENCER BAL- 
Traine By tabu trgn ap ses 
Trains oman. rom 
under 12, 64. Extra rooms 64. MADAME 
TUSSAUDS 5 EXHIBITION. 


EDE AND SON, 


rose 4 Zeit maxens. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her Ma ek hn me 
'o } jeaty aot Waste of the 


ROBES FOR GUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITOR’ GOWNS. 


prices. Every convenience and 








WUNTY | 
(ort aera Met to above wanted to $0 ap his spare time 
and Herring % 


mune — hipghy wy 
(one Lets, Ve, Rar Rugri Bachang. 
([READWELL & WEIGHT, of 2, ,, Chan | 
corytane, WL, Legal and General | 
-, the Bowtnes Sagem byw. WwW. 
a 


Jena DWELL. nm Typewritien T 
Tegra acts Or aan te} 


Law W and Gowns for 


, and Clerks of the Peace. 
maida Robes, Untwer sity and Clergy Gowns. 
RATABLIGHED 1669. 


Town 


NOW READY. 


LEGAL DIAR 
ALMANACK 


E'or 1896. 


COMPLETE LEGAL DIRECTORY Fo 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 


List of Counsel, Solicitors, Commissioners fy 
Oaths, and Law Agents acting for 
Foreign Parts, 


DIGEST of the ACTS of LAST SESSION, 


BANKING, INSURANCE, & PARLIAMENTARY 
DIRECTORIES, &c. 


WITH PAGED DIARY AND INDEX. 


mo of FIRE INSURANCE PREMIUMS, shoy 
Name of Office, Dates when Due, &c. 
REGISTERS of RENT, showing when Due and Date of 
Payment. 
REGISTER of MORTGAGES, 
And useful Papers on Bills of Sale, Legacy and _——- 
Duties, Articled Clerks, ae of Deeds, & 


Prices: 3s. 6d., 5s., 6s., and 8s. 6d., according te 
Diary anon, 


WATERLOW BROS. & LAYTON, LIM, 
24 & 25, BIRCHIN LANE, E.O. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED 
(EstaBLisHEeD 1828), 


Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
and Life Interests, and Life a and 
Advance Money upon [ Securities. —17, King’s 


yard, Coleman-street, 
LAW COURTS | BRANCH: 


8 U N 40, CHANCERY LANE, WA. 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSURED im 1894, £393, ,622,400. 


"ADVANCES ON MORTGAGE AT FIVE PER 
CENT. INTEREST. 

x? BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY 

to make Advances on approved FREE 

HOLD & EASEHOLD HOUSES SHOPS, also 

on LICENSED HOUSES, repayable in one sum gr by 

any instalments, wi' t” notice. —Apply to Fraxce 

Ravesscrort, Manager, Birkbeck Bank, Southampton- 
buildings, Chancery-lane, London, wc. 


ESTABLISHED 1861. 


BIRKBECK BANE 


tif Ab » Ch y 1 I A 
TWO-AND-A-HALP per CENT. INTEREST allowed 








INSURANCE “OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 





on DEPOSITS, 
TWO per CENT. on CURRENT COCOUNTS, on the 

minimum monthly balances, when not drawn below £ £100. 
STOCKS and SHARES purchased and sold. 








BAVINGS DE@ARTMENT. 


For the encouragement of Thrift the Bank receives small 
sums on it, and allows Interest monthly on 
completed £1. 


BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A HOUSE 
FOR TWO GUINEAS PER MONTH, 
BIRKBECK FREEHOLD LAND SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A PLOT OF LAND 
VOR VIVE HMILLANGS PAR MONTH, 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with irr, 





%, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


post free. FRANCIS BAVENSCRO , 











Dec. 14, 
























LIVERPOOL 
BRADFORD ~ 


Y 
RECAMBE 
-” Tariffs 





To see 


Suitable « 
THE LI 


LEGAL 


ES7 


\ 


TOT: 
Th 





